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House of Representatives 
The House was not in session today. Its next meeting will be held on Tuesday, June 23, 2009, at 10.30 a.m. 

Senate 
MONDAY, JUNE 22, 2009 

The Senate met at 2:01 p.m. and was 
called to order by the Honorable MARK 
R. WARNER, a Senator from the Com-
monwealth of Virginia. 

PRAYER 

The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of-
fered the following prayer: 

Let us pray. 
Eternal God, we come to You today 

because we need You. We can’t work 
well without Your help and blessings. 
Guide our lawmakers, give them the 
wisdom to listen to Your voice and fol-
low Your leading. Lord, remind them 
that no one knows what a day might 
bring, so they must not put things off 
until a tomorrow that may never come. 
Help them to use their lives wisely and 
not foolishly, generously and not self-
ishly. As they labor, may they remem-
ber that one day they shall give an ac-
count of their work to You. To that 
end, empower them to live for Your 
honor. 

We pray in Your matchless Name. 
Amen. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The Honorable MARK R. WARNER led 
the Pledge of Allegiance, as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 

f 

APPOINTMENT OF ACTING 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will please read a communication 

to the Senate from the President pro 
tempore (Mr. BYRD). 

The legislative clerk read the fol-
lowing letter: 

U.S. SENATE, 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE, 

Washington, DC, June 22, 2009. 
To the Senate: 

Under the provisions of rule I, paragraph 3, 
of the Standing Rules of the Senate, I hereby 
appoint the Honorable MARK R. WARNER, a 
Senator from the Commonwealth of Vir-
ginia, to perform the duties of the Chair. 

ROBERT C. BYRD, 
President pro tempore. 

Mr. WARNER thereupon assumed the 
chair as Acting President pro tempore. 

f 

RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY 
LEADER 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The majority leader is recog-
nized. 

f 

SCHEDULE 
Mr. REID. Mr. President, following 

leader remarks, the Senate will be in a 
period of morning business for up to 1 
hour, with Senators permitted to speak 
for up to 10 minutes each during that 
period of time. Following morning 
business, the Senate will resume con-
sideration of S. 1023, the Travel Pro-
motion Act. The time from 4:30 until 
5:30 will be equally divided and con-
trolled between the two leaders or 
their designees. At 5:30, the Senate will 
proceed to a rollcall vote on the mo-
tion to invoke cloture on the Dorgan 
amendment. The filing deadline for 
first-degree amendments is today at 
3:30 p.m. 

TRADE PROMOTION ACT 
Mr. REID. Mr. President, later today 

Democrats will move forward on a bill 
sponsored by Democrats and Repub-
licans—lots of Republicans—a bill that 
creates jobs at a time when we need 
them the most. I encourage the Repub-
licans to join with those of us who 
want to move forward on this piece of 
legislation. Democrats will do our 
jobs—using this great legislative body 
to legislate—and make life better for 
struggling Americans. I encourage my 
Republican colleagues to do the same. 

The travel promotion bill is critical 
for our economy. Tourism and travel 
generate $1 trillion in economic activ-
ity every year—$1 trillion. In its first 
year, this bill will create 40,000 new 
jobs. 

There isn’t a State in the Union that 
doesn’t depend on tourism. I can re-
member the first time I went to a place 
where we had a Democratic retreat in 
Virginia. I walked out of my room and 
I saw this huge body of water and I 
thought: Gee, I didn’t know we were on 
the ocean. It was just a huge—must 
have been a mile at least to the other 
side of that body of water. It was the 
James River. It was a river. 

The reason I mention that is I have 
had the good fortune of traveling 
around Virginia. It is a wonderful place 
to visit. There are all kinds of tourist 
attractions in Virginia. But every 
State is about the same. Every State 
has its unique possibilities and places 
to go. I have been to virtually every 
State in the Union. There are so many 
wonderful places. I know Virginia bet-
ter because for quite a long time my 
non-Nevada home was in Virginia and 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATES6862 June 22, 2009 
three of my five children graduated 
from schools in Virginia. It is a won-
derful place, and tourism is very im-
portant to Virginia. This bill is impor-
tant to Virginia. 

Again, travel and tourism generate $1 
trillion in economic activity around 
the country every year, and in its first 
year, this bill will create more than 
40,000 jobs. The bill will cut our deficit. 
We are not asking for money from the 
public trough to take care of this. This 
bill will cut our deficit by $425 million 
over the next decade. We save money 
by doing this. We make money by 
doing this. We will be taking the strat-
egies that have made Las Vegas such a 
success and bringing them to our en-
tire Nation’s tourism industry. It is 
one of the many ways we are working 
to create jobs and help our economy re-
cover. 

So far, the minority has shown no in-
terest in either creating jobs or in 
helping our economy recover. I hope 
that, in this case, past is not prologue. 

One of my floor staff here said they 
saw a Republican staffer just a short 
time ago and the Republican staffer 
said: Why won’t you let us offer amend-
ments? 

That is some kind of game being 
played. I have had conversations with 
the Republican leader and with other 
Republican Senators on this bill, and I 
have said: Let’s move on with this leg-
islation. Under the rules, the amend-
ments ultimately have to be germane, 
but I have said: I don’t care if they are 
germane or not. If you want to offer 
amendments, that is what we have 
done all year and we will do it here. 

They wanted to offer four amend-
ments on TARP, and I said: Well, that 
has nothing to do with tourism, but if 
you want to do that, go ahead and do 
it. 

In response, Senator SANDERS, from 
Vermont, told me that he had an 
amendment he wanted to offer. I said: 
Listen, BERNIE, if you want to offer a 
nongermane amendment, you can do it. 
If they want to offer a nongermane 
amendment, they can; otherwise, we 
are not going to do that. 

So we have all these nongermane 
amendments they want to offer, and he 
has one he wants to offer. His amend-
ment simply restates the law and 
makes it a little stronger, and in effect 
what it does is takes a look at the oil 
companies to see if they are manipu-
lating prices. So the Republicans said: 
No, we are not going to agree to that; 
we want you to take all of our amend-
ments, we will vote on them, and none 
for you. Well, that is not fair, it is not 
reasonable, and it is only an excuse for 
Republicans to again stymie legisla-
tion. 

So let’s get the facts straight. At the 
start of the debate, we offered Repub-
licans nongermane amendments. They 
could have more amendments than we 
could have. We agreed to do that. Not 
a single one of the Republican amend-
ments was related to this bill, and 
some of the amendments were even du-

plicates. But I said: Let’s go ahead and 
do it anyway. Of course, the Repub-
licans said no. They refuse to let us 
move forward, once again wasting the 
American people’s time and money. 
They refuse to let us move forward—I 
repeat—once again wasting the Amer-
ican people’s time and money. 

It is difficult to watch what is going 
on here and come away with a sense 
that the Republicans have even the 
slightest interest in legislating or that 
they have the slightest understanding 
of what families are facing across the 
country. Just last week, in the Roll 
Call publication, a Republican Senator 
said—and it is on the front page—‘‘Sen-
ate GOP Still Saying No.’’ A Repub-
lican Senator said this last week in one 
of the newspapers that cover Capitol 
Hill, Roll Call: 

Democrats need to know when they bring 
[bills] up, we’re going to extend debate as 
long as we can—even if we can’t win it. 

So I say to this Republican Senator 
and all Republican Senators: This isn’t 
a game. I say to those watching and 
listening today: The next time Repub-
licans trot out their stale standard 
talking points about congressional ap-
proval ratings or the inefficiency of 
government, pay attention to see 
whether they also quote their fellow 
Republican Senator who admits they 
are not here to work. These partisan 
tactics have consequences. These con-
sequences will be evident on every 
kitchen table, every family budget, and 
every American’s peace of mind. 

I encourage Republicans to finish 
this legislation. I have said that if 
there are nongermane amendments 
they want to file, even though we have 
no obligation to do that, we will have 
those amendments during the 30-hour 
postcloture time and dispose of them. I 
don’t understand what the deal is here. 
This is the 18th time we have had to 
file cloture this year—the 18th time. In 
spite of that, we have been able to get 
a lot of work done. But I do encourage 
Republicans to join with us in moving 
this legislation forward. It is impor-
tant. 

I look around the floor, and I see Vir-
ginia, Nevada, and Arizona Senators 
here. Tourism is very important. It 
will create jobs. It will cut our deficit. 
It is not a bad combination. So I would 
encourage Republicans to join in this 
important travel promotion bill and to 
openly pass it so we can bring jobs 
home, helping our country prosper 
once again. We know if we can get past 
this procedural hurdle where we need 
60 votes, all Democrats will vote to 
move forward. That is the right thing 
to do. Shouldn’t we get even the spon-
sors of the bill to join in? 

We haven’t stopped the amendment 
process. They are going to have to 
come up with a different reason for 
voting against it than that because ev-
eryone has had an opportunity. 

So I hope we can move forward. It 
was a bill that was originally going to 
be managed by Senators DORGAN and 
ENSIGN. Senator MARTINEZ has been 

heavily involved. I thought we had 
things all worked out with him and 
Senator DORGAN on Thursday, but it all 
fell apart because of the inability to 
have Senator SANDERS have his amend-
ment. 

I simply don’t understand what ex-
cuse they have for not moving forward 
with this legislation. 

f 

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the 
leadership time is reserved. 

f 

MORNING BUSINESS 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, there 
will be a period of morning business for 
1 hour, with the time equally divided 
and controlled between the two leaders 
or their designees, with Senators per-
mitted to speak for up to 10 minutes 
each. 

The Senator from Arizona. 

f 

IRAN 

Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President, there is 
a news report from the Associated 
Press entitled ‘‘Iranian Police Use 
Force To Break Up Protest.’’ The arti-
cle reads as follows: 

Tehran, Iran—Riot police attacked hun-
dreds of demonstrators with tear gas and 
fired live bullets in the air to disperse a rally 
in central Tehran Monday, carrying out a 
threat by the country’s most powerful secu-
rity force to crush any further opposition 
protests over the disputed presidential elec-
tion. Witnesses said helicopters hovered 
overhead as about 200 protesters gathered at 
Haft-e-Tir Square. But hundreds of anti-riot 
police quickly put an end to the demonstra-
tion and prevented any gathering, even small 
groups, at the scene. Iran says at least 17 
protesters have been killed in a week of un-
rest so far after the electoral council de-
clared hard-line President Mahmoud 
Ahmadinejad winner of the June 12 election. 

Severe restrictions on reporters have made 
it almost impossible to independently verify 
any reports on demonstrations, clashes, and 
casualties. Iran has ordered reporters for for-
eign news agencies to stay in their offices, 
barring them from any reporting on the 
streets. 

The story goes on. Demonstrations 
followed by repression, followed by 
murder in the streets. As these things 
seem to evolve, an event took place 
yesterday which may be the defining 
moment in the struggle of the Iranian 
people to be able to peacefully disagree 
with their government, in this case, be-
cause of a corrupt and fraudulent elec-
tion, without being killed in the 
streets and beaten and imprisoned. 

It has to do with a woman named 
Neda. I quote from an ABC news story 
dated June 22, 2009. 

She sinks to the ground—and a few min-
utes later she is dead. A video that has been 
repeatedly posted on the Internet purports 
to show the last moments of Neda, a young 
Iranian woman shot in the heart by govern-
ment sharpshooters. Overnight she has be-
come a symbol of the opposition. [Her] shaky 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S6863 June 22, 2009 
blurred images: A young woman collapses 
onto the pavement, a dark pool of blood 
spreads beneath her body. Two men kneel 
next to the woman and press on her chest, 
screaming. The camera phone which is film-
ing her zooms in on her face. Her pupils roll 
to the side. Blood streams out of her nose 
and mouth. 

‘‘Neda, don’t be afraid! Neda, stay with me. 
Neda, stay with me!’’ [cries one man.] 

Another man beseeches someone to 
take her in a car. Then the footage 
stops. 

The video footage appeared on the so-
cial networking sites Facebook and 
Twitter on Saturday evening. It imme-
diately became a viral sensation, being 
forwarded repeatedly. User groups were 
determined to get around YouTube’s 
attempts to block the immensely 
graphic film. They posted the clip so 
often it became impossible for 
YouTube to remove it. 

So we have seen, as we have in cases 
of other brutal repressions throughout 
history, a living example or the dying 
example of martyrdom. By Sunday 
morning, Neda became the fifth most 
common topic on Twitter. She had al-
ready become a kind of Joan of Arc. 

‘‘It took only one bullet to kill Neda, 
it will take only one Neda to stop Ira-
nian tyranny’’ was one posting from 
Tehran on Twitter. 

Neda died with open eyes. Shame on us 
who live with closed eyes. 

‘‘They killed Neda, but not her 
voice’’ was another. 

During the day, thousands of people 
replaced their profile pictures with 
tributes to the young woman such as ‘‘I 
am Neda,’’ or ‘‘Neda forever.’’ Others 
posted images of a broken heart in 
green, the color of the opposition 
movement. 

So a debate has been going on as to 
how much the United States of Amer-
ica, its President, the Congress, and 
the American people should speak out 
in favor and in support of these brave 
Iranians—the average age in Tehran is 
33 years of age—and their quests for 
the fundamentals of freedom and de-
mocracy that we have enjoyed for more 
than a couple of centuries. 

Today, I and all America, pay tribute 
to a brave young woman who was try-
ing to exercise her fundamental human 
rights and was killed in the streets of 
Tehran. All Americans are with her, 
our thoughts and our prayers for her, 
her family, and her countrymen. 

I ask unanimous consent to have two 
news articles that I quoted printed in 
the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

[From abcnews.go.com June 22, 2009] 

NEDA, IS SHE IRAN’S JOAN OF ARC? 

NEDA HAS BECOME A SYMBOL AND MARTYR FOR 
THE IRANIAN OPPOSITION 

(By Ulrike Putz) 

BEIRUT.—She sinks to the ground—and a 
few minutes later she is dead. A video that 
has been repeatedly posted on the Internet 

purports to show the last moments of Neda, 
a young Iranian woman shot in the heart by 
government sharpshooters. Overnight she 
has become a symbol of the opposition. They 
are shaky, blurred images: A young woman 
collapses onto the pavement, a dark pool of 
blood spreads beneath her body. Two men 
kneel next to the woman and press on her 
chest, screaming. The camera phone which is 
filming her zooms in on her face. Her pupils 
roll to the side, blood streams out of her 
nose and mouth. ‘‘Neda, don’t be afraid! 
Neda, stay with me. Neda, stay with me!’’ 
cries one man. Another man beseeches some-
one to take her in a car. Then the footage 
stops. 

It cannot be confirmed if the 40-second 
film, which was posted on the Internet on 
Saturday, really shows the death of a young 
Iranian demonstrator. Like almost all the 
video and photo material coming out of Iran 
these days, it is impossible to verify its au-
thenticity. However, even if it may never be 
certain if these images really show the death 
of a young woman named Neda, she has still 
become an icon, a martyr for the opposition 
in Iran. Neda has given the regime’s bru-
tality a bloody face and a name. Overnight 
‘‘I am Neda,’’ has become the slogan of the 
protest movement. 

The video footage appeared on the social 
networking sites Facebook and Twitter on 
Saturday evening. It immediately became a 
viral sensation, being forwarded repeatedly. 
User groups were determined to get around 
YouTube’s attempts to block the immensely 
graphic film. They posted the clip so often 
that it became impossible for YouTube to re-
move it. The first postings were furnished 
with a commentary. A supposed eyewitness 
described what was happening. He gave de-
tails, presumably in order to underscore the 
clip’s veracity. The incident occurred on the 
Karekar Avenue, at the corner of Khoravi 
Street and Salehi Street in Tehran at 7:05 
p.m. local time, he reported. 

COULD NEDA CHANGE THE COURSE OF IRAN’S 
HISTORY? 

A young woman, watching the protests to-
gether with her father, the commentary said, 
was shot in the heart by a sharpshooter with 
the Basij, the government militia. ‘‘I am a 
doctor, so I rushed to try to save her,’’ the 
man says. ‘‘But the impact of the gunshot 
was so fierce that the bullet blasted inside 
the victim’s chest and she died in less than 
two minutes.’’ ‘‘The film is shot by my 
friend who was standing beside me,’’ he con-
tinues. ‘‘Please let the world know.’’ Per-
sian-speaking Internet users quickly sup-
plied a translation. The screams, ‘‘Stay with 
me, Neda!’’ are said to have come from the 
young woman’s father. By Sunday morning 
‘‘Neda’’ was the fifth most commented topic 
on Twitter. She had already become a kind 
of Joan of Arc. ‘‘It took only one bullet to 
kill Neda. It will take only one Neda to stop 
Iranian tyranny,’’ was one posting from 
Tehran on Twitter. 

‘‘Neda died with open eyes. Shame on us 
who live with closed eyes,’’ was one entry. 
‘‘They killed Neda, but not her voice,’’ was 
another. During the day thousands of people 
replaced their profile pictures with tributes 
to the young woman, such as ‘‘I am Neda’’ or 
‘‘Neda forever.’’ Others posted images of a 
broken heart in green, the color of the oppo-
sition movement. Many blogs, including that 
of the New York Times, are now speculating 
if the footage could change the course of his-
tory. There are parallels being drawn to the 
images that became iconic during the Is-
lamic Revolution. The film could become as 
much as a symbol as those now historic im-
ages from 1979 which showed the Shah’s 
troops shooting on unarmed demonstrators. 

IRANIAN POLICE USE FORCE TO BREAK UP 
PROTEST 

(By Nasser Karimi and Jim Heintz) 

TEHRAN.—Riot police attacked hundreds of 
demonstrators with tear gas and fired live 
bullets in the air to disperse a rally in cen-
tral Tehran Monday, carrying out a threat 
by the country’s most powerful security 
force to crush any further opposition pro-
tests over the disputed presidential election. 

Britain, accused by Iran of fomenting post- 
election unrest, said it was evacuating the 
families of diplomats and other officials 
based in Iran—the first country to do so as 
Iran’s worst internal conflict since the 1979 
Islamic Revolution escalated. 

Witnesses said helicopters hovered over-
head as about 200 protesters gathered at 
Haft-e-Tir Square. But hundreds of anti-riot 
police quickly put an end to the demonstra-
tion and prevented any gathering, even small 
groups, at the scene. 

At the subway station at Haft-e-Tir, the 
witnesses said police did not allow anyone to 
stand still, asking them to keep on walking 
and separating people who were walked to-
gether. The witnesses asked not to be identi-
fied for fear of government reprisals. 

Just before the clashes, an Iranian woman 
who lives in Tehran said there was a heavy 
police and security presence in another 
square in central Tehran. She asked not to 
be identified because she was worried about 
government reprisals. 

‘‘There is a massive, massive, massive po-
lice presence,’’ she told The Associated Press 
in Cairo by telephone. ‘‘Their presence was 
really intimidating.’’ 

Iran says at least 17 protesters have been 
killed in a week of unrest so far after the 
electoral council declared hard-line Presi-
dent Mahmoud Ahmadinejad winner of the 
June 12 election. His main challenger, Mir 
Hossein Mousavi, charged the election was a 
fraud and insists he is the true winner. His 
followers have been staging near-daily ral-
lies, at least one of them drawing a massive 
crowds of hundreds of thousands. 

Severe restrictions on reporters have made 
it almost impossible to independently verify 
any reports on demonstrations, clashes and 
casualties. Iran has ordered reporters for for-
eign news agencies to stay in their offices, 
barring them from any reporting on the 
streets. 

The country’s highest electoral authority, 
the Guardian Council, acknowledged on Mon-
day that there were voting irregularities in 
50 electoral districts, the most serious offi-
cial admission so far of problems in the elec-
tion. But the council insisted the problems 
do not affect the outcome of the vote. 

Earlier Monday, the elite Revolutionary 
Guard issued its sternest warning so far in 
the post-election crisis. It warned protesters 
to ‘‘be prepared for a resolution and revolu-
tionary confrontation with the Guards, Basij 
and other security forces and disciplinary 
forces’’ if they continue their near-daily ral-
lies. 

The Basij, a plainclothes militia under the 
command of the Revolutionary Guard, have 
been used to quell street protests that erupt-
ed after the election result was announced. 

The Guard statement ordered demonstra-
tors to ‘‘end the sabotage and rioting activi-
ties’’ and said their resistance is a ‘‘con-
spiracy’’ against Iran. On Sunday, acting 
joint chief of the armed forces Gen. Gholam 
Ali Rashid issued a thinly veiled warning to 
Mousavi, saying ‘‘we are determined to con-
front plots by enemies aimed at creating a 
rift in the nation. 

Mousavi vowed Sunday night to keep up 
the protests, in defiance of Supreme Leader 
Ayatollah Ali Khamenei, who holds ultimate 
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power in Iran. In a sermon to tens of thou-
sands on Friday, Khamenei said demonstra-
tors must stop their street protests or face 
the consequences and he firmly backed 
Ahmadinejad’s victory. 

‘‘The country belongs to you,’’ Mousavi’s 
latest statement said. ‘‘Protesting lies and 
fraud is your right.’’ 

Mousavi’s Web site called Monday for sup-
porters to turn on their car lights in the late 
afternoon as a sign of protest. 

Mousavi’s latest statements posted on his 
Web site also warned supporters of danger 
ahead, and said he would stand by the pro-
testers ‘‘at all times.’’ But he said he would 
‘‘never allow anybody’s life to be endangered 
because of my actions’’ and called for pur-
suing fraud claims through an independent 
board. 

The former prime minister, a longtime loy-
alist of the Islamic government, also called 
the Basij and military ‘‘our brothers’’ and 
‘‘protectors of our revolution and regime.’’ 
He may be trying to constrain his followers’ 
demands before they pose a mortal threat to 
Iran’s system of limited democracy con-
strained by Shiite clerics, who have ultimate 
authority. 

Mousavi ally and former president Moham-
mad Khatami said in a statement that ‘‘pro-
test in a civil manner and avoiding disturb-
ances in the definite right of the people and 
all must respect that.’’ 

Britain’s Foreign Office said it was pulling 
staffers’ dependents out because ‘‘the fami-
lies of our staff have been unable to carry 
out their lives as usual.’’ 

In Washington, President Barack Obama 
said he does not want to become a scapegoat 
for Iran’s leadership as the postelection up-
heaval continues, but Republicans continued 
criticizing him for being overly cautious. 

The Czech EU presidency summoned the 
Iranian charge d’affaires to reject claims by 
Iran that the 27-nation bloc has been inter-
fering in its internal affairs. 

Iran state media reported at least 10 people 
were killed in the fiercest clashes yet on Sat-
urday and 100 were injured. 

A graphic video that appears to show a 
young woman dying within minutes after she 
was shot during Saturday’s demonstrations 
has become the iconic image seen by mil-
lions around the world on video-sharing sites 
such as YouTube. 

Police said Monday that 457 people were 
arrested on Saturday alone, but did not say 
how many have been arrested throughout 
the week of turmoil. 

The country’s highest electoral authority 
agreed last week to investigate some opposi-
tion complaints of problems in the voting. 
The Guardian Council said Monday it found 
irregularities in 50 voting districts, but that 
this has no effect on election outcome. Coun-
cil spokesman Abbas Ali Kadkhodaei was 
quoted on the state TV Web site as saying 
that its probe showed more votes were cast 
in these constituencies than there were reg-
istered voters. 

But this ‘‘has no effect on the result of the 
elections,’’ he said. 

Mousavi has demanded that the election 
result be annulled and a new vote held. 

Khatami said ‘‘taking complaints to bodies 
that are required to protect people’s rights, 
but are themselves subject to criticism, is 
not a solution’’—effectively accusing the 
Council of collusion in vote fraud. 

The government has intensified a crack-
down on independent media—expelling a 
BBC correspondent, suspending the Dubai- 
based network Al-Arabiya and detaining at 
least two local journalists for U.S. maga-
zines. 

English-language state television said an 
exile group known as the People’s Mujahe-
deen had a hand in the street violence and 

broadcast what it said were confessions of 
British-controlled agents. 

The exile group, also called the Mujahe-
deen-e-Khalq, is the military wing of the 
Paris-based National Council of Resistance 
of Iran. The council says it is dedicated to a 
democratic, secular government in Iran, but 
the military wing has been blacklisted by 
the United States and the European Union as 
a terrorist organization. 

The Foreign Ministry lashed out at foreign 
media and Western governments, with min-
istry spokesman Hasan Qashqavi accusing 
them of ‘‘a racial mentality that Iranians be-
long to the Third World.’’ 

‘‘Meddling by Western powers and inter-
national media is unacceptable,’’ he said at a 
news conference shown on state TV, taking 
particular aim at French President Nicolas 
Sarkozy. 

‘‘How can a Western president, like the 
French president, ask for nullification of Ira-
nian election results?’’ Qashqavi said. ‘‘I re-
gret such comments.’’ 

f 

HEALTH CARE 

Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President, I would 
like to talk a bit about health care, 
since that seems to be a major issue 
also of concern to all Americans. 
Today is June 22, 2009. Millions of 
Americans still lack health insurance 
coverage, and we need to pass reforms 
that help them get coverage. Yet more 
time has gone by with no plan from the 
majority. While we wait, how many 
more people will forgo needed care 
today? How many emergency rooms 
will have to care for Americans who 
could have received care earlier, and at 
a lower cost, from a medical profes-
sional if they had insurance? 

The majority talks about reform and 
how critical it is to move with ur-
gency. They also assert that the eco-
nomic recovery depends on health care 
reform. So many of us would like to 
know: Where is the plan? It is impos-
sible for us to move forward in any 
manner, let alone with urgency, if we 
do not even have a complete bill. 

On Tuesday June 9, after months of 
waiting, the majority in the HELP 
Committee, on which I serve, offered a 
partial list of health reform proposals, 
indicating that the missing pieces 
would be shortly forthcoming. The ma-
jority quickly pulled together a round-
table to discuss a wide variety of 
issues. They even held some walk- 
throughs with our side on issues of pre-
vention, quality, et cetera. 

The following week we were told we 
would receive the missing pieces 
‘‘soon’’ or ‘‘early last week.’’ Then we 
were told they would come forward 
with the missing pieces ‘‘this past Fri-
day.’’ 

Now it is Monday and we have re-
ceived nothing. While we have waited, 
the Congressional Budget Office told us 
what many of us had expected and 
feared about this bill: The cost of the 
bill would have a cost exponentially 
higher than many had predicted. In 
fact, the incomplete bill would cost 
over $1 trillion, and this cost would 
only cover one-third of the 48 million 
Americans who are currently unin-
sured. 

So we wait and wait and wait, having 
no details of the much-wanted govern-
ment plan or the proposal regarding 
penalties the other side wants to im-
pose on employers who either cannot 
provide health coverage or who are not 
able to provide the coverage according 
to the government dictate. 

Now we hear this Friday might be 
the day we have a chance to see what 
they have been working on behind 
closed doors. Friday also happens to be 
the day of the Fourth of July recess. 
The President and congressional Demo-
crats have told the American people 
that health care reform legislation 
must be passed by the Senate prior to 
the August recess. 

Given that we will not have the text 
of the legislation prior to the Fourth of 
July recess, I am skeptical that the 
HELP Committee and the Finance 
Committee will be able to complete 
their work, combine two possibly di-
vergent bills on the Senate floor, and 
pass a bill during the 5 weeks remain-
ing in the July work session. 

One thing I have found out around 
here is that we miss a lot of things, but 
we never miss a recess. The Senate 
passed the budget blueprint in late 
April. That included a possible budget 
reconciliation process for considering 
health care reform legislation. 

One must wonder. One must wonder 
if the majority is intentionally pushing 
back the schedule and dragging out 
this process so that a bipartisan proc-
ess and solution is not feasible. Under 
budget reconciliation, which sounds ar-
cane to most Americans, the majority 
would be allowed to jam this important 
policy through the Senate with 51 
votes instead of the typical 60, with 
limited time for debate and amend-
ments. 

I am left to wonder if this contin-
gency was not planned on all along, to 
use reconciliation, to muscle through 
the health reform we all know is des-
perately needed but to circumvent the 
normal procedures of the Senate. 

I and my colleagues on this side of 
the aisle continue to await the Demo-
crats’ complete bill and their plan to 
make taxpayers pay for this trillion 
dollar new government program. So 
many questions remain until the miss-
ing parts of the bill are provided. 

When will we get details of the gov-
ernment insurance plan we are told is 
essential to reform? When will we see 
what employer health care mandates 
look like? How much will the complete 
plan cost? How will it be paid for? Each 
day the majority fails to provide a 
complete plan, along with the complete 
cost and how it will be paid for, is an-
other day that millions of Americans 
go without health insurance. 

Mr. President, I suggest the absence 
of a quorum. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 
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The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to speak in morn-
ing business for as much time as I con-
sume. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

f 

HEALTH CARE 

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, as this 
country tries to pull itself out of a very 
significant economic crisis in which 
millions of Americans have lost their 
jobs, lost their homes, lost hope, there 
are a number of things we have to do 
that also threaten the future of this 
country, in addition to trying to re-
store some economic health, and those 
include health care to be sure—we are 
working on this issue of health care; 
the second is an energy policy that 
makes us less dependent on foreign oil, 
where we are far too vulnerable and far 
too dependent; and the third is the re-
lentless march of increased Federal 
budget deficits. All three of these 
issues, in my judgment, threaten our 
country’s future. I wish to speak about 
them in the coming days. Today, I wish 
to talk about health care specifically. 

Let me again say, I do that with the 
understanding that first and foremost 
we have to pull this country out of the 
difficulties we are in with the general 
economy and try to find ways to pro-
mote economic growth and put people 
back to work with jobs that pay well 
and give them the opportunity to care 
for their families. That is what gets 
America moving again. But when we do 
that, when we begin to restore this 
economy to economic health, the vul-
nerabilities that will remain are health 
care, energy, and the Federal budget 
deficits far into the future. So let me 
talk about health care just a bit. 

I know there is a lot of discussion in 
the committees, the two relevant com-
mittees, the Finance Committee and 
the so-called HELP Committee, both of 
which are writing pieces of the health 
care reform bill. 

It is true that increased health care 
costs—the increased cost of insurance 
for families, businesses, and govern-
ments—are on the march. Now it con-
sumes over 17 percent of the domestic 
product of this country. Of all the 
goods and services we produce, over 17 
percent of that is consumed by health 
care. And the rate of increase is 
unsustainable. Families will not be 
able to pay the extra cost year after 
year after year. We are told that na-
tionally it now costs about $12,000 for a 
family health insurance policy. 

So what do we do about this? Well, 
we hear a lot of discussion on the floor 
of the Senate, when we start talking 
about health care, where people will 
say: Well, now you are talking about a 
government-run health care system in 
which a bureaucrat is going to make 
decisions about how much treatment 

your doctor can provide to you person-
ally. 

That is just absurd. That is not what 
this discussion is about. But if we can 
get back to some thoughtful discussion 
rather than thoughtless discussion on 
health care, maybe we can all reach an 
agreement of how to improve this sys-
tem. I personally think this system 
needs improving. Let me describe some 
things I think we should do. 

First of all, we do not have a health 
care system so much as we have a sick 
care system. We do not pay any atten-
tion in this country to the things that 
can keep you from being sick or get-
ting sick; we just pay a lot of money to 
put you into acute-care beds once you 
have gotten sick. That makes no sense 
at all. We ought to change the entire 
model to say it is much, much less 
costly to do the preventive things than 
it is to pay for acute-care beds in a hos-
pital once someone gets sick. 

This is all about behavior in many 
respects, and nobody wants to talk 
much about that. But behavior is a 
very important part of this. We are 
told that two-thirds of the American 
people are overweight and one-third 
are obese. Just that alone imposes un-
believable costs on this health care 
system of ours. 

By the way, attendant to that issue 
of obesity and being overweight is the 
march of diabetes. The incidence of di-
abetes in this country is unbelievable. 
It just ratchets up and up and up every 
year. 

Now, you wonder about that, wonder 
about America’s children and the num-
ber of children who are overweight and 
obese. Walk into a school and then find 
out that in a number of schools in our 
country, they have decided to make 
money by allowing the soda machines, 
the pop machines, from the largest 
manufacturers in this country to sell 
Coke and Pepsi and other soft drinks in 
the school hallways. You can buy not 
only a soft drink full of sugar, you can 
then buy, perhaps, a bag of Doritos to 
go with it in the middle of the after-
noon at school. So what kind of mes-
sage is that in a country in which a 
substantial number of the people—es-
pecially children—are vastly over-
weight and in which we, by the way, 
minimize physical fitness in our 
schools because we have become very 
obsessed—and necessarily so—we care 
now more about math and sciences and 
getting out of our school system more 
engineers, more people steeped in the 
maths and sciences. But should that be 
at the expense of physical fitness? 
What kind of a brain is walking around 
without a physical being to propel it? 
How about some physical fitness in our 
schools? How about moving soda ma-
chines or the soft drink machines and 
the Doritos and Cheetos out of the 
school hallways? Those things are just 
common sense. It is about personal be-
havior, and it is about what we do in 
this country. 

By the way, the reason those ma-
chines are there is, if they can put ma-

chines in the hallways of schools, the 
companies will provide money to the 
schools. So that is how we are going to 
fund our school system these days— 
through soft drinks and chips? It does 
not make much sense to me. 

With respect to this issue of personal 
responsibility and behavior, let me de-
scribe a meeting we held about a week 
and a half ago with the CEO of Safeway 
corporation. I know he has met with 
groups of Republicans and Democrats 
here in the Congress. He said some-
thing very interesting, and I am using 
numbers that I think approximate 
what he said. They may not be precise, 
but I believe he told us there are be-
tween 40,000 and 50,000 employees at 
Safeway corporation who are non-
union. He began a project with those 
40,000 and 50,000 people in health care, 
and now he is beginning to try to move 
that into the union contracts. 

Here is the project. That company 
says to its employees: I want responsi-
bility for four areas in exchange for 
lower cost health insurance. We believe 
behavior is an important part of con-
trolling health care costs. No. 1, if you 
have high blood pressure, we want you 
taking medicine to control your high 
blood pressure. No. 2, if you have high 
cholesterol, we want you taking medi-
cine to control your high cholesterol. 
And I believe he said the company is 
paying for that. No. 3, if you are smok-
ing, you have to have stopped or be on 
a program to stop. No. 4, if you are 
overweight, you have to be on a pro-
gram to deal with that issue. 

Cholesterol, high blood pressure, 
weight, and smoking—in each case, 
from a baseline of the cost of health in-
surance policies, those who are engaged 
in behavior that addresses these four 
issues have gradations of lesser costs 
for their health insurance premiums. 
In other words, it is about personal be-
havior and taking responsibility for ad-
dressing the things that can keep you 
healthy. 

He indicated to us that they have had 
flat costs for 5 years in that body of 
employees dealing with this criteria in 
health care. That is a success. If that is 
the model he is using, saying: You have 
a responsibility. 

By the way, even in their cafeteria, 
where they have partially subsidized 
company food during the lunch hours, 
just as an example, he said: We still 
serve unhealthy things. But we charge 
much, much more for it—once again 
trying to induce the behavior to take a 
healthy alternative. 

So I think what Steve Burd, the CEO 
of Safeway, has suggested represents 
something we need to consider as we 
write our health care legislation. 

There is another element that was 
brought to my attention recently and I 
think has been brought to the Presi-
dent’s attention and Members of the 
Congress, and that is a New Yorker ar-
ticle written by Atul Gawande, a doc-
tor from Harvard. He visited McAllen, 
TX, and El Paso, TX, and wondered 
why in one city you have the highest 
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costs per capita for health care and 
why the other city is just average. 
What caused this? He has a lot of con-
clusions, and I think very interesting 
conclusions, about overutilization in 
health care, and the movement of doc-
tors’ ownership with respect to the 
business side of health care. The doc-
tors’ ownership in a cancer clinic, own-
ership in a new heart clinic, those 
kinds of things that he suggests pro-
mote substantial overutilization. 

The fact is, in our part of the coun-
try, where it is reasonably sparsely 
populated—the northern Great Plains— 
almost every hospital of any size wants 
to have a cardiac surgical unit so they 
can do open-heart surgery. They do not 
all need to do that. In fact, it dupli-
cates services, which then ends up cost-
ing more because you are duplicating 
services. But every hospital wants it. 
So many of our States have more than 
is necessary of cardiac surgical suites. 

This weekend, I was reading about 
two hospital groups merging, and one 
of them indicated that one of the ad-
vantages would be they would be able 
to then perform perhaps procedures 
they do not now perform, citing espe-
cially heart transplants. Why would we 
want duplication of a lot of facilities 
doing heart transplants? It does not 
seem to make sense to me. There are 
not so many done in the United States 
that we should not at least try to sug-
gest that you do not need too many 
heart transplant centers. 

Some say: Well, then who should tell 
them they cannot do that? 

Well, if you just decide that over-
utilization is all right; whatever it 
costs, it costs; whatever it pays, it 
pays, I think I can tell you that you 
cannot solve this issue. Again, I am not 
suggesting government-run health 
care, but I am saying we ought to be 
reasonably smart about what we are 
doing, and that has not always been 
the case. 

I wish to talk about one of the fast-
est rising areas of health care costs for 
a moment; that is, the issue of pre-
scription drugs. 

By the way, maybe they ought to 
tone down some of this advertising or 
knock it off. You get up in the morning 
and brush your teeth. If you have a tel-
evision set near and have it on just for 
listening purposes, you are no doubt 
going to hear a commercial that says: 
Do you know what, you should go ask 
your doctor whether the purple pill is 
right for you. I do not know what a 
purple pill is, but they have described a 
purple pill that is going to do some-
thing for you, and they ask you to go 
ask your doctor if you should be taking 
the purple pill because you cannot get 
it unless a doctor thinks you need it. 

We have massive amounts of adver-
tising on prescription drugs in this 
country. In fact, some have indicated 
that the promotion and advertising and 
marketing of prescription drugs exceed 
research and development by the com-
panies that manufacture prescription 
drugs. Frankly, for anything that is 

prescribed only by a doctor and capable 
of being prescribed only by a doctor, 
why do you have direct-to-consumer 
advertising? Most nations like ours do 
not allow it. I believe there is only one 
other of the industrialized nations that 
does—something to consider about per-
haps reducing health care costs. 

But I want to talk about the other 
side of prescription drugs. 

Mr. President, if I might by unani-
mous consent show these two bottles. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

Mr. DORGAN. Lipitor is one of the 
most popular prescription drugs in the 
United States, I believe, for lowering 
cholesterol. These bottles are iden-
tical. One is blue and one is red. They 
look identical because they are pro-
duced by the same company. It is pro-
duced in Ireland. Lipitor is produced in 
Ireland and shipped around the world. 
The difference between these two bot-
tles is not the medicine inside. It is the 
same pill, made by the same company, 
in the same place. The difference is it 
is shipped to different places. This one 
is shipped to Canada, and this one is 
shipped to the United States. The U.S. 
consumer has the pleasure of paying 
twice the cost as the Canadian con-
sumer. But it is not just Canadian. It is 
French. It is Italian. It is British. It is 
that almost every other industrialized 
country pays a fraction of the price we 
do. Why should the American consumer 
be charged the highest price in the 
world for this prescription drug? Be-
cause those who apply the price have 
the ability to do it. 

Some of us—Senator MCCAIN, myself, 
Senator KENNEDY, Senator GRASSLEY— 
Republicans and Democrats—Senator 
SNOWE, especially, my cosponsor on the 
importation of prescription drug legis-
lation—some of us believe the Amer-
ican people ought to have the ability 
and the advantage of the world mar-
ketplace to purchase that identical 
prescription drug—FDA approved, pro-
duced in an FDA-inspected plant—to be 
able to purchase it from anywhere in 
the world at a fraction of the price. 

We put together legislation that dra-
matically improves the safety of our 
domestic prescription drug supply and 
the drugs coming in. 

By the way, a lot of the prescription 
drugs we take are imported. Lipitor is 
imported into this country. The phar-
maceutical industry—which has always 
opposed our legislation because they 
want to charge the highest prices in 
the world to the U.S. consumers—they 
say: Well, if you do this, if you allow 
Americans to import FDA-approved 
drugs, there is a greater possibility of 
counterfeiting. Our legislation actually 
will dramatically improve safety be-
cause we require pedigree—we do all 
kinds of safety mechanisms that do not 
now exist with respect to our prescrip-
tion drug supply. 

So my point is, this is not rocket 
science. Do you want to reduce health 
care costs? I would say to the Finance 

Committee, and the HELP Committee, 
make sure you put this piece in your 
legislation because some of the fastest 
rising costs in this country are pre-
scription drugs, and we know how to 
solve that. If we pass the legislation 
Senator SNOWE and I have introduced, 
with broad bipartisan support, that al-
lows the importation of FDA-approved 
prescription drugs by American con-
sumers, it will require the pharma-
ceutical industry to reprice their drugs 
and allow our consumers to have fair 
prices for the prescription drugs they 
take. 

By the way, our legislation is actu-
ally a winner. It is $50 billion dollars in 
cost savings and deficit reduction, ac-
cording to the CBO evaluation. 

So the fact is, there are a lot of 
things we can do and a lot of things 
that represent common sense. I know 
some will want to put together a 
health care proposal that would look 
like a Rubik’s Cube with all kinds of 
moving pieces. It need not be that com-
plicated. I just described some of the 
things we can do that represent com-
mon sense. 

Let me make one more point. Medi-
care has been a very successful pro-
gram. When Medicare was started, the 
fact is, they established a base funding 
for Medicare that represented the cost 
for health care delivery at that time 
from that place. The result is, those 
areas with the highest costs got the 
biggest reimbursements. And it is still 
true today that some of the States—in-
cluding my State—measured with some 
of the highest quality of health care in 
this country get the lowest reimburse-
ment because they are the most effi-
cient. That is preposterous. Whatever 
we do on health care, it has to address 
that issue. Let us at least, after nearly 
40 years, begin to decide we will not re-
ward inefficiency and we will not re-
ward higher costs. 

I am not suggesting this is unbeliev-
ably simple; it is not. In many ways, I 
kind of wish we could hearken back to 
the old days, but in the old days we 
didn’t have the medical miracles and 
the medicine we have now. In my 
hometown of 300 people—a small 
town—we did have a doctor. He came 
as a young man and stayed until he 
died, and he provided health care. 
There was no Medicare. He provided 
health care to anybody who needed it, 
and if they couldn’t pay him, he would 
take some chickens or a hog or a side 
of beef. If he was out on a ranch or a 
farm and delivered a baby and they 
didn’t have any money, and somebody 
else had money, he would charge a lit-
tle extra to make up for the people who 
couldn’t pay, so he administered his 
own health care system. 

Then we couldn’t look inside the 
human body. We didn’t have the mir-
acle medicines through the NIH and 
PhRMA and others that allow us to 
stay out of an acute care bed. We didn’t 
have all of those things. So now health 
care has become much more com-
plicated. According to the New Yorker 
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magazine article, which I recommend 
to everybody, when we have decided to 
make health care a ‘‘business propo-
sition’’ where you can get several doc-
tors together and open a cancer center, 
that becomes something in which you 
promote overutilization. And it is hap-
pening in parts of our country. We need 
to be concerned about that and try to 
evaluate what can we do together to 
deal with it. 

One final point. Some of my col-
leagues march to the floor every single 
day and allege that a bill that doesn’t 
yet exist is going to be a government 
takeover of health care. Well, appar-
ently they are clairvoyant, because we 
don’t yet have a bill. When that bill ex-
ists, they have every right to come to 
the floor and describe the facts about 
the bill. One would hope in this debate 
we could stick to those facts, but there 
is not yet a fact that allows somebody 
to say there is a government takeover 
of health care, because there is not yet 
a bill out of either of our committees. 
There have been some introductions of 
topics and legislative proposals, but 
that is far different than a bill from a 
committee. We will have undoubtedly a 
robust debate on this, and we should. 
Health care is a very important ele-
ment in this country’s economy. It is 
growing, and growing too fast, and we 
need to deal with it to make sure all 
Americans have access to health care. 
A sick child should not have to wonder 
whether they get to see a doctor de-
pending on how much money their par-
ents have in their wallet or their bank 
account. That is not what health care 
ought to be in this country. So we can 
and will do much better. 

I indicated I wish to talk about the 
future threats to this country, one of 
which is the march of health care 
costs. The second, in my judgment, is 
our unbelievable vulnerability on for-
eign oil and energy. The third is defi-
cits. I will talk about the following two 
in the coming days as well. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The Senator from Texas. 
Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, the Pre-

siding Officer wishes to speak for 5 
minutes. I would be glad to speak after 
that. I ask unanimous consent that fol-
lowing the Senator from Virginia being 
recognized to speak for up to 5 min-
utes, then I be recognized to speak. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. DOR-
GAN). Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

The Senator from Virginia is recog-
nized. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. President, I am 
not sure whether we are in a quorum 
call. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. We are 
not. 

f 

TARP RECIPIENT OWNERSHIP 
TRUST ACT 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. President, I rise 
today to discuss bipartisan legislation 
that I am cosponsoring with my col-

league Senator CORKER concerning the 
Federal Government’s recently ac-
quired ownership stake in a number of 
private companies. 

I think we all know the taxpayers 
have been on a roller coaster ride for 
the past 9 months, and from their per-
spective, each twist and turn has left 
us more deeply invested in troubled 
markets and oftentimes troubled com-
panies. Americans are concerned about 
getting their money back and want to 
keep politics out of how we manage 
these investments we have had to 
make over the last few months. 

Last week, Senator CORKER and I in-
troduced S. 1280, the TARP Recipient 
Ownership Trust Act. What will this 
bill do? Three very simple things. 
First, it will remove politics from our 
management of taxpayer investments 
in private companies. Second, it will 
ensure these investments are managed 
in order to maximize taxpayer returns. 
Third, it will allow us to plan for re-
moving the government from the pri-
vate sector by setting a date certain 
for selling these investments. 

To achieve these goals, Senator 
CORKER and I are proposing that if the 
government owns more than 20 percent 
of a private company we place that 
ownership stake in an independent 
trust. This trust would be run with a fi-
duciary duty for taxpayers by three 
independent directors appointed by the 
President. These directors would agree 
to perform this work for free as a serv-
ice to the country and in doing so 
would give the American taxpayers 
what they deserve: the upside of the 
massive investments they have pro-
vided over the past 9 months. The trust 
wouldn’t be an open-ended ownership 
in these companies; the trust would 
have to sell all of these assets by the 
end of 2011, though they could ask for a 
brief extension if it were, again, in the 
interest of the taxpayers’ return. In 
this way, taxpayers can know we won’t 
own stock in these companies for the 
next 20 years. In practice, this means 
that taxpayer ownership of AIG, 
Citigroup, and General Motors would 
be managed in order to maximize the 
return on these taxpayer investments. 

We have all seen how political and 
contentious the TARP program is be-
coming. I know back when we voted on 
this matter earlier this year how con-
troversial it was. I still think it was 
unfortunate that we got into this cir-
cumstance but fortunately the right 
thing to do. While there are a lot of 
challenges about how we got into this 
program, if we did look around—actu-
ally, Steven Pearlstein of the Wash-
ington Post pointed out in an article 
recently that if 9 months ago, if 6 
months ago, or even 3 months ago, 
back in the middle of March when the 
stock market was at its all-time low in 
terms of reacting to this crisis, any 
economist would have said by the end 
of June, would you be willing to look 
at a circumstance where the market 
was up 25, 30 percent—although it was 
a little bit down today—if many of the 

banks we had invested TARP funds in 
were actually trying to repay those 
TARP funds, and if we had seen the 
housing market, at least in many com-
munities, start to stabilize, would we 
view that as a good outcome. Well, 
that is basically where we are. While 
we have enormous problems, we are 
seeing some progress. But one needs 
only to look at the number of TARP- 
related amendments that have been 
filed in the Senate in these past 
months. As a matter of fact, the leader 
was speaking today about the number 
of TARP amendments that could po-
tentially be on the travel bill that we 
will have before us to know that this 
has become a lightning rod. 

Some of the reasons for this concern 
are truly relevant and they are because 
the American people don’t know when 
and how the TARP program is supposed 
to end. The American people, unfortu-
nately, who invested in individual com-
panies—some of the companies that 
now we have invested in—don’t know 
how much we as the public will get 
back, or whether we, as the public in-
vestment, will politically interfere 
with the management of these compa-
nies. That is, again, why we need to 
implement this legislation Senator 
CORKER and I have laid out that will 
put these ownership shares in this 
independent fiduciary trust. 

I don’t support cutting off TARP 
right now or limiting the tools it cur-
rently provides the administration, in-
cluding the limited reuse of money 
that is repaid to the government. 
TARP already has a sunset date after 
which more funds cannot be spent, and 
since markets are not back to normal, 
even though there is improvement, we 
shouldn’t prevent the use of the tools 
we currently have. But we do need to 
set parameters for managing our in-
vestments and winding them down in 
order to take the politics out of this 
program. 

American taxpayers deserve to have 
their investments managed in order to 
maximize their returns. That is what 
the trust will do, and I hope we will 
consider using this model for other in-
vestments as well. 

This trust will also help us take some 
of the politics out of the TARP pro-
gram, and that is why I am proud of 
this legislation as bipartisan and led by 
my friend from Tennessee, Senator 
CORKER. I hope my colleagues will join 
in supporting this bipartisan legisla-
tion, S. 1280, the TARP Recipient Own-
ership Trust Act. While this measure 
won’t resolve all of our concerns sur-
rounding TARP, I hope it can serve as 
a model to maximize the taxpayer re-
turns on their investment. 

Let me also take one additional mo-
ment to speak about another invest-
ment-related matter. Under the leader-
ship of Senator JACK REED from Rhode 
Island, when the initial investments 
and the initial TARP plan were put to-
gether, Senator REED, I think appro-
priately, said if we invest in banks in 
addition to getting a traditional re-
turn, we, the public, who are taking 
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these risks ought to see some upside 
potential for taking the risks in terms 
of warrants. Luckily, the Congress 
went along with that and we did re-
ceive warrants from a number of the 
banks we invested in. I personally am 
very happy to see that a number of 
these banks are starting to repay the 
investments the public made. However, 
there remains the question: What are 
we going to do with the warrants? Sen-
ator REED and I have asked Secretary 
Geithner a number of times, and we 
hope he would also consider placing 
these warrants into some type of inde-
pendent trust as well so that, again, 
we, the taxpayers, can receive the up-
side of these investments. 

We took the risks with these banks 
during these troubled times. I am 
happy to see these banks return these 
funds. However, for the banks to buy 
back or sell back these warrants at 
what I believe today is still a dis-
counted price would not allow us, the 
taxpayers, to maximize our invest-
ments. So, again, I hope Secretary 
Geithner responds to the requests that 
Senator REED and I have made in mak-
ing sure that these warrants are appro-
priately put into the same type of inde-
pendent fiduciary trusts that I am pro-
posing for the private investments we 
have made under TARP. 

I yield the floor. 
Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent to speak for up to 
15 minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

HEALTH CARE REFORM 

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, health 
care reform is very much in the news 
and very much on the agenda of the 
Senate, as the American people know. 
So far, they have learned very little 
about how Congress plans to address 
what is broken in our health care sys-
tem. 

As the Presiding Officer knows, two 
committees in the Senate are pri-
marily given the responsibility for 
writing a health care reform bill. Of 
course, the HELP Committee—the 
Health, Education, Labor and Pensions 
Committee—chaired by Senator KEN-
NEDY, the Senator from Massachusetts, 
and the Finance Committee, chaired by 
Senator BAUCUS. The ranking member, 
of course, is Senator CHUCK GRASSLEY 
from Iowa. These two committees, as 
well as the President of the United 
States, are considering numerous pro-
posals that deserve the careful atten-
tion of the American people and of 
Congress, because this legislation, how-
ever it turns out, could fundamentally 
affect the relationship between pa-
tients and their doctors as well as the 
relationship between the individual 
and our government. 

In the Kennedy bill, which has been 
proposed and which is pending now be-
fore the Health, Education, Labor and 
Pensions Committee, there are several 
troublesome provisions. One, a govern-

ment-run plan which would compete, 
allegedly, with the private sector. But 
as we all know, the government is the 
800-pound gorilla, and there is no true 
competition when government is in-
volved. In fact, one projection is that 
as many as almost 120 million people 
would ultimately find themselves in a 
single-payer, government-run system, 
because essentially the Federal Gov-
ernment would undercut those private 
health plans to the point where indi-
viduals would find themselves with no 
choice other than to have the govern-
ment direct their health care. 

Another troublesome provision is the 
so-called pay or play mandate. It goes 
without saying, almost, but I will say 
it anyway, that small businesses create 
the vast majority of jobs in America. 
Yet this proposal, I think mistakenly, 
would impose a punitive tax on small 
businesses that are unable to keep 
their doors open and provide health in-
surance for their employees. We want 
to allow small businesses to provide 
health care to their employees by 
bringing down the costs, and we have a 
number of mechanisms to do that. But 
the idea that we are going to impose a 
punitive tax on small businesses that 
do not provide a health care plan for 
their employees will destroy jobs, so 
people will not only be without insur-
ance, they will be without jobs, pe-
riod—a bad idea. 

Third, the Kennedy bill would pro-
vide new Federal subsidies to individ-
uals making as much as $110,000 a 
year—astonishing. At a time when we 
are looking at spending or borrowing 
as far as the eye can see and deficits up 
to $2 trillion, unfunded liabilities in 
the tens of trillions of dollars, there is 
actually a proposal before the HELP 
Committee that would increase the size 
of Federal entitlement programs and 
increase the tenuous position of this 
Medicaid Program which would then 
fund health insurance for people mak-
ing up to $110,000 a year. 

Fourth, the Kennedy bill would im-
pose a medical advisory council. 

I always get a kick out of the innoc-
uous names given to some pretty sin-
ister stuff up here. I would say it is 
sort of akin to calling the former So-
viet Union’s politburo an advisory 
council. In fact, this medical advisory 
council—comprised of unelected and 
unaccountable bureaucrats—would 
have the power to dictate personal 
health decisions. 

I don’t know anybody who thinks 
that is a good idea; certainly nobody I 
have talked to. This Kennedy proposal, 
with all due respect to our friend and 
colleague from Massachusetts, is chock 
full of bad care policies. The worst part 
of it is, they will not lower health care 
costs for people who have health insur-
ance now. In fact, they will make our 
debt burden and the debt burden of our 
children and grandchildren much 
worse. 

The price tag on government pro-
grams keeps growing and growing and 
growing here in Washington, DC. In 

fact, the President’s proposal for his 
budget this year projected a ‘‘downpay-
ment on health care reform.’’ Well, I 
have told people that where I come 
from we don’t make downpayments on 
something unless we know exactly 
what it is we are buying. So far the 
American people don’t know what they 
are being asked to buy. 

Indeed, the other part of that—and 
this just staggers my imagination—is 
that we already spend almost twice as 
much as the next closest industrialized 
nation on health care per capita. We 
spend roughly 17 percent of our econ-
omy—our gross domestic product—on 
health care. Why does anybody think it 
is a good idea to spend even more? If 
we were getting a good value for that 
spending, that would be one thing, but 
we know this current level of spending 
is full of fraud and waste and other 
problems. So why in the world would 
we want to make matters worse by 
spending more money on top of a 
flawed health care delivery system? 

Talking about money—and I know it 
is hard to imagine how much we are 
talking about—it used to be that $1 
million was a lot of money; then a bil-
lion dollars seemed like a lot of 
money—and it is—and now we are sort 
of becoming increasingly immune to 
these big numbers when people talk 
about trillions of dollars and more. For 
example, earlier this month, the pro-
posal that Senator KENNEDY made— 
that is pending now in front of the 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pension 
Committee—was scored by the Con-
gressional Budget Office, which is re-
sponsible for giving us good numbers in 
an impartial, nonpartisan way, so we 
can make sound policy decisions. They 
said the Kennedy bill would cost more 
than $1 trillion over the next 10 years. 
The problem is, that was only for part 
of the bill. In other words, that was not 
the complete cost of the bill proposed 
by our friend and colleague from Mas-
sachusetts, Senator KENNEDY. 

To make matters worse, the Congres-
sional Budget Office said the bill would 
only cover one-third of the uninsured. 
Ironically, it would ultimately chase 
millions of people off the insurance 
coverage they have right now. So it 
strikes me as a very bad answer to a 
very real problem. 

Last week, we also learned of the 
Congressional Budget Office’s estimate 
for the Senate Finance Committee pro-
posal—the second committee that is 
dealing with health care, and the com-
mittee on which I am privileged to 
serve. Here again, the Congressional 
Budget Office—the number crunchers, 
the folks with the green eyeshades who 
try to call them as they see them so we 
can take that into account in deter-
mining policy decisions—said the pro-
posal coming out of the Finance Com-
mittee would cost $1.6 trillion more 
over 10 years. So on top of the 17 per-
cent of our gross domestic product, we 
are talking about proposals that would 
spend $1 trillion to $1.6 trillion of addi-
tional money on top of a broken sys-
tem. 
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Well, two things are becoming in-

creasingly clear so far; that is, it seems 
like there is less concern in Wash-
ington about lowering health care 
costs than shifting those costs to the 
taxpayers. The costs related to a Wash-
ington takeover of health care keep 
going up and up. You would think these 
huge price tags would convince some 
folks in Washington we ought to call a 
time out, to back up and come back 
with a different idea. You would think 
it would cause Senators and Congress-
men and other leaders here in Wash-
ington—the President—to come up 
with a new approach, to be open to dif-
ferent alternatives where we could ac-
tually lower costs, not only for the tax-
payers but for small businesses and in-
dividual consumers. Instead, we see 
proposals coming out of the White 
House and the Halls of Congress calling 
for more spending and more debt. 

Of course, one thing that happens 
around Washington when people don’t 
like the news being delivered by non-
partisan agencies, such as the Congres-
sional Budget Office, is they try to 
shoot the messenger. Last week, 
Speaker PELOSI accused the Congres-
sional Budget Office of providing mis-
leading analyses of health care reform 
bills. I don’t believe that is the case. I 
actually believe the professionals at 
the Congressional Budget Office are 
doing very difficult but unpopular 
work. They are speaking truth to 
power here in Washington and making 
the folks who would pass these enor-
mous unfunded bills and impose this 
huge debt on generations hereafter 
somewhat unhappy. But I think they 
are doing an important service by tell-
ing us the facts. 

Last week, I commended the Director 
of the CBO—Dr. Doug Elmendorf—for 
saying that CBO will ‘‘never adjust our 
views to make people happy.’’ God 
bless Dr. Doug Elmendorf for his integ-
rity and his commitment to telling the 
truth. We need to learn how to deal 
with the truth, not try to remake it or 
cover it up. 

The second part of these proposals 
that causes me grave concern is this 
notion that we actually need to spend 
more money in order to be able to save 
money in the end. We need to spend 
money to save money. I know the dis-
tinguished occupant of the Chair had a 
very successful business career, and 
maybe that is true in the private sec-
tor—sometimes you have to invest 
money in order to make money or save 
money later—but I can’t think of a sin-
gle Federal Government program 
where that worked—you have to spend 
more money in order to save money. It 
does not happen around here. 

Let me cite somebody who perhaps is 
certainly more authoritative than I 
am: Professor Katherine Baicker of the 
Harvard School of Public Health. She 
said: 

Universal insurance is likely to increase, 
not reduce, overall health care spending. 

Professor Baicker predicted months 
ago what the Congressional Budget Of-

fice has recently concluded. The Con-
gressional Budget Office said: 

By themselves, insurance expansions would 
also cause national spending on health care 
to increase, in part because insured people 
generally receive somewhat more medical 
care than uninsured people. 

The Washington Post recognizes this 
as well. In an editorial this morning, it 
said: 

It is quite likely that any legislation that 
emerges will create a hugely expansive 
health-care entitlement with no guarantee of 
the upward cost spiral being slowed. 

The Post also said: 
. . . given a national debt already growing 

out of control and the risks that health-care 
costs won’t be controlled, you may worry 
about taking on a large new burden ($1.6 tril-
lion over 10 years . . . ). 

I think that is exactly right. That is 
what makes people anxious about what 
they hear coming out of Washington 
under the name of health care reform. 

I think it is fair to say that the 
‘‘spend more to save more’’ thinking is 
what resulted in the wasteful and coun-
terproductive stimulus bill that was 
passed earlier this year—a bill that we 
got on our desks—the conference re-
port—at 11 p.m. on a Thursday night 
and were required to vote on less than 
24 hours later, when virtually no one 
had even had a chance to read it. I was 
comfortable with my vote, because I 
voted against it, for many reasons but 
one of them being I didn’t know ex-
actly what was in there. 

The stimulus bill was a very partisan 
bill, passed over the nearly unanimous 
opposition of congressional Repub-
licans. But we were told something 
along the lines of what we now hear: 
Spend more to save more. We heard 
that spending was good, for its own 
sake, and that borrowing and spending 
was the quickest route to economic re-
covery. We were told we had to rush 
through this binge of spending—bor-
rowed money—or else unemployment 
would rise to over 8 percent. 

Well, the results are in, and they are 
not very good. The national unemploy-
ment rate is now 9.4 percent—not 8 per-
cent. In many States, it is well into 
double digits. A lot of stimulus money 
has been simply wasted, and the bulk 
of it is stuck here in Washington. 

I think what we ought to do is take 
it and return it to deficit reduction, so 
we can, hopefully, lower the burden we 
have imposed on our children and 
grandchildren under a ruse, under the 
pretense that we were actually going 
to use that money to get the economy 
back on track. It hasn’t happened. 
While we are seeing some so-called 
green shoots of the economy beginning 
to spring up, with improved results on 
Wall Street, we know unemployment is 
very high and we are not out of the 
woods yet. 

Indeed, we are looking at the pros-
pect of runaway inflation, unless the 
Fed does a very tricky balancing act as 
it contracts its balance sheet and un-
winds a lot of lending it has done in the 
past. Because one result is that as the 

economy improves, inflation will be a 
great risk. Of course, the Fed has a 
tough balancing act to play, because if 
they crank up interest rates too soon, 
it may well kill the recovery and we 
will be back in the position we find 
ourselves in now. 

The bottom line is, we can’t spend 
more to save more. It didn’t work in 
the stimulus bill, and it is not going to 
work when it comes to health care. 
Proponents of a so-called public plan or 
government plan—what I call a govern-
ment takeover, or Washington take-
over of health care—are saying that it 
works as well as Medicare at keeping 
costs low. As a matter of fact, that is 
the model they started out with. They 
said: Medicare for all, until they real-
ized that wasn’t a very good example 
because of the fiscal unsustainability 
of Medicare spending that we see now 
with tens of trillions of dollars in un-
funded liabilities and also the fact that 
a lot of Medicare beneficiaries, while 
they have the promise of coverage—of 
Medicare—they can’t find a doctor to 
see them. Medicare rates are so low 
that many physicians—for example, 
where I live, in Travis County, in Aus-
tin, TX, only 17 percent of physicians 
will see a new Medicare patient be-
cause reimbursements rates are so low. 

We need to fix Medicare, yes, but we 
don’t need to take the current broken 
system and blow it up and make it the 
system for 300 million people and con-
sider that we have done our job. 

I mentioned the $38 trillion in un-
funded liabilities. It is estimated Medi-
care will go insolvent in the year 2017 
unless we do something about it. In 
fact, many beneficiaries of Medicare 
know it is inadequate alone, so they 
buy supplemental policies. Medicare 
forces many providers, as I mentioned, 
to limit the number of patients they 
accept because reimbursement rates 
are so low. Here is another part of why 
Medicare is a bad model. The Wash-
ington Post estimates that $60 billion 
of taxpayer money is stolen or wasted 
or lost to fraud in Medicare each year. 
Surely, we need to fix that problem. 

Senator MARTINEZ and I have intro-
duced legislation that we believe will 
cut that figure down dramatically and 
make sure more of that money goes to 
treat Medicare beneficiaries rather 
than being stolen or defrauded by some 
unscrupulous health care providers. 

Medicaid only works as well as it 
does because of cost shifting to people 
with private insurance. 

Economists will tell us that cost 
shifting occurs when a health care pro-
vider accepts low government reim-
bursement rates but can only do so if it 
anticipates collecting higher rates 
from those with private insurance. 
This cost shifting acts like a hidden 
tax on millions of American families 
and small businesses. One respected ac-
tuary estimates that cost shifting in-
creases the average American family’s 
health care premium by more than 10 
percent or $1,500. That means those lis-
tening who have private health insur-
ance, their family will pay $1,500 more 
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each year because of this cost shifting 
phenomenon because Medicare and 
Medicaid reimburse at below-market 
rates. So those are hardly a model for 
what we ought to be doing. Adding an-
other new government plan on top of 
the ones we have, of course, will only 
increase the costs. We will never lower 
health care costs by putting Medicare 
all in place or what some might call 
Medicare on steroids. We need new ap-
proaches. 

Mr. President, there are better alter-
natives. We have a bill that has been 
proposed by Senators BURR and COBURN 
on our side of the aisle. Several mem-
bers on the Finance Committee, in-
cluding myself, are working on a pro-
posal that will empower patients and 
consumers, and not the government; 
that will not get between doctors and 
patients and will not rely on denying 
or delaying access to care in order to 
keep costs down. We believe innovation 
is one of the things that has made 
health care in America among the 
greatest in the world, and that is why 
we believe we need to retain, protect 
and nurture that innovation and that 
quality health care: to empower pa-
tients to use a market that plays by 
the rules to help lower their costs. 

I have seen that as recently as a few 
weeks ago in Austin, TX, when I vis-
ited with a number of employees of the 
Whole Foods Company that is 
headquartered in Austin—a grocery 
company—where these workers have 
health savings accounts or high de-
ductible insurance. They call them 
wellness accounts. I was told that 80 
percent of the employees at Whole 
Foods don’t have to pay any money out 
of pocket for health care. Since they 
have wellness accounts, or money they 
control, they have been empowered to 
become good, smarter consumers in 
health care. 

So they will call health care pro-
viders and say: How much are you 
going to charge me for this? They will 
shop and compare different providers 
to make sure they are getting the best 
price for the best quality outcome. I 
think that kind of thing, which im-
poses market discipline but which re-
quires transparency, is one way we can 
hold down costs and empower individ-
uals rather than just turn it all over to 
Uncle Sam. 

Let me say, in conclusion, we keep 
hearing we must put health care re-
form on the fast track in Washington, 
DC, although we see the schedule slip-
ping because of the sticker shock at 
the huge numbers coming out of the 
CBO. I have told folks back in Texas 
that we know the train is leaving the 
station, but we don’t yet know whether 
that train will safely arrive with all of 
its occupants healthy and alive or 
whether what we are witnessing is, in 
essence, a slow-motion train wreck in 
Washington, DC. 

The more the American people learn 
about what is in these bills and how 
much they cost, they will want us to 
slow down so we can make better deci-
sions and we can get this right. 

I think we owe them that. I yield the 
floor. 

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, I sug-
gest the absence of a quorum. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, we are 
to report the pending legislation. 

f 

CONCLUSION OF MORNING 
BUSINESS 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Morning business is closed. 

f 

TRAVEL PROMOTION ACT OF 2009 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the 
Senate will resume consideration of S. 
1023, which the clerk will report. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 

A bill (S. 1023) to establish a nonprofit cor-
poration to communicate United States 
entry policies and otherwise promote leisure, 
business, and scholarly travel to the United 
States. 

Pending: 
Reid (for Dorgan/Rockefeller) amendment 

No. 1347, of a perfecting nature. 
Reid amendment No. 1348 (to amendment 

No. 1347), to change the enactment date. 
Reid amendment No. 1349 (to the language 

proposed to be stricken by amendment No. 
1347), to change the enactment date. 

Reid amendment No. 1350 (to amendment 
No. 1349), of a perfecting nature. 

Reid motion to commit the bill to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation, with instructions. 

Reid amendment No. 1351 (to the instruc-
tions on the motion to recommit), to change 
the enactment date. 

Reid amendment No. 1352 (to amendment 
No. 1351), of a perfecting nature. 

Reid amendment No. 1353 (to amendment 
No. 1352), of a perfecting nature. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from North Dakota 
is recognized. 

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, the leg-
islation that is now the business of the 
Senate, on which we will have a cloture 
vote at 5:30, is legislation that prob-
ably demonstrates that agreement is 
near impossible in this body. 

If you cannot agree on tourism, what 
can you agree on? Tourism ought not 
to be the subject of very substantial 
controversy. Yet it is. 

Last week, in an article in Roll Call, 
it says ‘‘Senate GOP still saying no.’’ 
The quote is: 

When they bring bills up, we are going to 
extend the debate as long as we can, block 
everything. 

So this legislation is simple, and it is 
bipartisan. Republicans and Democrats 
have both supported this legislation. I 
was the author of it. We have Repub-

lican and Democratic cosponsors. It is 
the Travel Promotion Act. Why should 
we promote travel? 

If you watched the U.S. Open Golf 
Tournament today, you might have 
seen the country of Turkey advertising 
during that golf tournament. They 
were running an advertisement saying: 
Come to Turkey. We want you to trav-
el to Turkey and see the wonders of our 
great country. 

Why would they do that? Most coun-
tries are now aggressively involved in 
trying to attract international destina-
tion tourism to their country. Why is 
that the case? We know on average 
that an international traveler spends 
about $4,500 per trip, and that means 
they are purchasing hotel rooms and 
car rentals and going to see exhibits 
and parks and all kinds of things. The 
fact is, it is job creating in a country 
where international travelers visit. So 
most countries are now very active 
trying to attract people to their coun-
tries. Japan is, as are Great Britain, 
Italy, Turkey, France—you name it. 

I have some charts. Here is an exam-
ple of what is happening out there. 
This is an advertisement: ‘‘Sweet se-
crets from Japan.’’ To learn about 
Japan and its culinary arts and tradi-
tions, this is an advertisement saying: 
Come to Japan. Come and travel in the 
country of Japan. 

Here is an advertisement from 
France. Picasso, Normandy Landings. 
Come and see France with the Eiffel 
Tower. 

Here is one for Belgium. ‘‘Travel to 
Belgium where fun is all in fashion,’’ 
they say. 

Brussels, ‘‘Sophisticated simplicity, 
the capital of cool.’’ 

This one says: ‘‘One special reason to 
visit India in 2009. Any time is a good 
time to visit the land of Taj. But 
there’s no time like now.’’ Come to 
India. 

The list goes on and on. 
Here is Ireland. ‘‘The Emerald Island. 

Go where Ireland takes you.’’ And here 
is a beautiful picture of Ireland saying: 
Come to our country. 

Finally, we have Australia. ‘‘Arrive 
for an experience to remember. Depart 
with an adventure we’ll never forget.’’ 
Come to Australia. 

I describe these and the fact that 
Turkey advertises on a golf tour-
nament because here is what happened 
to visitors to the United States since 
2000: Between 2000 and 2008, we have 
had a 3-percent decrease in visitors to 
our country from other countries. Mr. 
President, 633,000 fewer people have 
come to the United States to visit per 
year that existed in 2000. Over 8 years, 
we have actually lost ground and had 
fewer people visit the United States. 
Contrast that with the number of 
international visitors around the 
world, which is up 40 percent. The 
United States is down 3 percent. 

We have constructed—Republicans 
and Democrats together—a piece of 
legislation, which I have brought to 
the floor, that attempts to get our 
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country into the game to say let’s com-
pete with Australia, France, Italy, Tur-
key, and Belgium and ask inter-
national visitors and travelers to come 
to our country to see the wonders of 
our great country. Spend some money 
here to create jobs here and create eco-
nomic development here. We are not 
doing that now. We are not even in the 
game. 

So we suggest a private-public part-
nership we believe could be very help-
ful in attempting to stimulate inter-
national visitors to our country. The 
Travel Promotion Act will encourage 
visitors from all around the world. We 
establish a corporation for travel pro-
motion. 

We fund it with a very small charge 
on international visitors coming to our 
country, as most countries do, by the 
way, a $10 fee on those who are coming 
from the countries that had the visa 
waiver provision with our country. 

Here is what has been said about our 
country recently, and here is perhaps 
why fewer people are visiting the 
United States. The Sydney Morning 
Herald said, ‘‘Coming to America is not 
easy.’’ I think there was a feeling 
around the world post-9/11, we are very 
interested in trying to keep some peo-
ple out of here. Obviously we wanted to 
keep terrorists out. But we made it 
pretty difficult for people to come 
visit, get a visa, stand in line, wait for 
months. The Guardian said, ‘‘America, 
more hassle than it’s worth.’’ The Sun-
day Times in London says: ‘‘Travel to 
America? No thanks.’’ 

So a group of us, a large group, over 
50 in the last Congress, put legislation 
together saying: Let’s find a unique 
way to promote our country. We put 
together the Travel Promotion Act. 
And by the way, unlike almost every 
other piece of legislation that comes to 
the floor of the Senate, that costs 
money and would increase the deficit if 
not paid for, the Congressional Budget 
Office says: Enacting this bill would re-
duce budget deficits by $429 million— 
that is almost a half a billion dollars— 
between 2010 and 2019. So this would re-
duce the budget deficit. We are not 
talking about something that spends 
money. This reduces the budget deficit 
over 10 years by nearly $500 million. 

We fund this, in large part, with a 
small $10 fee from the visa waiver 
countries in which visitors are trav-
eling to our country. As I have de-
scribed, Australia has a $37 departure 
fee; Guatemala, $30; the Philippines, 
$15; United Kingdom, $80 to $160. The 
fact is, this goes on all around the 
world. We are proposing a very modest 
fee on visitors from visa waiver coun-
tries. 

Newspapers all across this country 
have supported this. Dallas Morning 
News: The Travel Promotion Act is a 
sensible first step toward putting the 
welcome mat back on America’s door-
step. 

The Detroit Free Press: Doesn’t it 
make sense to encourage, at no cost to 
taxpayers, foreign visitors to come 

here and leave us some of their money? 
There is no good reason not to pass this 
bill. 

The Los Angeles Times: Considering 
that the U.S. spends hundreds of mil-
lions of dollars on public diplomacy 
with dubious results, and nearly noth-
ing promoting tourism, we might do 
well to invest a little money in wooing 
travelers. 

The Sacramento Bee: This country 
needs to reclaim its status as a global 
magnet for visitors, even in the post-9/ 
11 climate. And Congress could help by 
passing the Travel Promotion Act by 
the end of this year. 

This ought to be something that we 
bring up and almost pass by unanimous 
consent. Guess what kind of a tortured 
journey this bill has been on. First and 
foremost, the bill is reported to the 
floor—and you have got to have a mo-
tion to proceed. You cannot just bring 
it to the floor. If someone insists, no, 
no, you have got to have a debate and 
then a vote on whether you should even 
proceed to the bill. 

So we did. Not because we should 
have had to do that, just because some-
one said: You know what, we are going 
to decide to be a human set of brake 
pads and slow down everything that 
happens in the Senate and prevent any-
body from getting anything done. 

So on a travel bill, the Travel Pro-
motion Act, that actually reduces the 
Federal budget deficit and tries to at-
tract international visitors to our 
country, which would be a good thing— 
there is a lot here to see and experi-
ence, and almost everyone who leaves 
after visiting the United States of 
America has an unbelievably good 
opinion of what we are about. This is a 
great country, yes, with a lot of attrac-
tions, but a country whose culture and 
character is something we need to ex-
hibit to everybody in this world to say: 
Here is who we are. Here is what Amer-
ica is about. Here is the grand idea 
that is the most successful democracy 
in history. Come here. Visit here. Be-
come a part of what we are experi-
encing on your international travels. 

We are not doing that now. But we 
suggest we should. The bill that is 
broadly bipartisan to do that is to be 
brought to the floor of the Senate. We 
are told: No, you cannot do that. First 
you must have a debate, and then a 
vote on the motion to proceed. 

So we have to file what is called a 
cloture petition, which takes 2 days to 
ripen. You lose 2 days. Then we have a 
vote. And the vote is 90 to 3 in favor of 
it. The implication there is we should 
not have had to have a vote and waste 
a couple of days. But we did. 

Then, after the cloture vote, 90 to 3, 
we were told: No, you cannot go to the 
bill yet, there is 30 hours postcloture, 
and we insist on burning all 30 hours 
postcloture. 

We had 2 days for the cloture peti-
tion, then a 90-to-3 vote, then we had 30 
hours wasted time postcloture. Why? 
Because someone insisted upon it. And 
so now all of a sudden we are on the 
bill. 

Well, last Thursday and Friday, I 
worked, Senator REID worked, and 
many others worked to see, all right, 
we are on the bill. Now can we figure 
out what kind of amendments are 
going to be offered. 

We had a discussion over there in the 
middle of the aisle with Senators 
MCCONNELL, REID, MARTINEZ, and oth-
ers. We agreed we would begin with 
amendments on each side. Perhaps we 
started with three and two, then we 
said five amendments on the Repub-
lican side and three amendments here 
at least to start the process. 

Can you give us a list of your amend-
ments? We got a list of the amend-
ments, five amendments on what is 
called the TARP program, the Trou-
bled Asset Relief Program, having 
nothing at all to do with this bill. We 
said: That is fine. Okay. You want to 
have five debates and votes on TARP. 
Okay. 

Here are our three amendments, two 
of which had to do with the studies. 
The other was an amendment by Sen-
ator SANDERS that said to the Com-
modity Futures Trading Commission 
that we want them to use all of the au-
thority they now have, plus any emer-
gency authority, use the authority you 
now have to start finding a way to 
shine the light on these unbelievable 
speculators who are running up the 
price of gasoline. Not a very controver-
sial amendment. It does not give the 
CFTC any new authority. It deals with 
the question of the runup in the price 
of gasoline. It does not give anyone any 
new authority. But the Republican side 
said: Nope, we are not going to allow 
you to offer that amendment. We are 
going to tell you which amendments 
we intend to offer. We said, okay, that 
is fine, whatever amendments you 
have, God bless you, go ahead and offer 
them. 

But they say, but you cannot de-
scribe to us a set of amendments, 
three, five to three, and if the three in-
cludes an amendment to try to see if 
you can shut down some of the excess 
speculation using the authority that 
the Commodity Futures Trading Com-
mission now has, we are not willing to 
do that. 

Most people would listen to all of 
this and say, it is the same old thing. 
Nobody can agree on anything. But, 
you know, in every circumstance where 
there is disagreement, there has to be 
someone who is holding out. Right? We 
come to the floor today without an 
agreement on amendments, so the ma-
jority leader had to file a cloture peti-
tion. We have a cloture vote at 5:30 
today. 

This Congress cannot even agree on 
tourism, for God’s sake. Unbelievable 
to me. How dysfunctional can a legisla-
tive body become? You cannot agree on 
tourism. 

But let me at least talk for a minute, 
before I talk about the importance now 
of having a cloture vote and requiring 
to have a cloture vote on this, let me 
talk about what the other side objects 
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to with an amendment that my col-
league wants to offer. I agree that the 
amendment does not relate to the bill, 
but their first five amendments had 
nothing to do with the bill either. So 
why should the minority be telling the 
majority what kind of amendments 
they can offer? 

But here is the amendment. People 
remember when the price of oil went 
from about $40 up to $147 a barrel in 
day trading; went up like a Roman can-
dle, then came right back down. The 
same hotshots, the same speculators, 
who made a fortune pushing up the 
price of oil, made a fortune on the up-
side, the same folks made a fortune on 
the downside. The victims are the peo-
ple who drive up to the gas pump hav-
ing to pay $4, $4.50 for gasoline. 

Let me show you what has happened. 
The Commodity Futures Trading Com-
mission—I mean nobody knows what 
that is much outside of Washington, 
DC, CFTC. We have all of these acro-
nyms. Well, it is a group of people who 
have done their level best imitation of 
a potted plant for a long time. They de-
cided to do very little in areas where 
much was needed. 

The oil futures market is a very im-
portant market. You need to hedge, we 
understand that. The futures market is 
established for a very specific reason, 
and it is an important market. But 
speculators have broken the back of 
that market. Here is what happened. 
Thirty-seven percent of the trades in 
the oil futures market were by specu-
lators in 2000. Now it is 80 percent. 
That is what caused the price of oil to 
go up to $147 a barrel. They were specu-
lating on the way up; they turned it 
and were speculating on the way down 
and made money on both sides. 

Before I show what has happened to 
the price of oil now—by the way, it is 
starting again. Demand is down be-
cause of the recession, and the supply 
of oil is up, and the price is going up. 

What does that tell you? It tells you 
the same shenanigans are going on. 
And the CFTC, which is supposed to be 
our agency, that is the referee with the 
striped shirt and the whistle, supposed 
to be watching what is going on and 
taking action to shut some of it down, 
once again, not much going on. Sen-
ator SANDERS says: We ought to ask 
them, at least ask them, to use all of 
their authority to shut it down. 

We have a government agency called 
the EIA, Environmental Information 
Administration. It costs about $100 
million a year, actually over $100 mil-
lion a year. Their job is to know every-
thing there is to know about energy, 
and to make the best estimates they 
can make. I want to show a chart that 
shows the runup to the $147 a barrel for 
oil. 

This chart shows 2007–2008. The yel-
low line is the estimates by our agen-
cy, the EIA, saying: Here is where we 
think the price of oil is going. Each 
yellow line—this, for example, is Janu-
ary 2008. They said: Here is where we 
think the price of oil is headed. March 

2008: Here is where we think it is head-
ed. Of course, this was the price. 

One would ask the question, and rea-
sonably so: Who are these best in-
formed people at EIA who are supposed 
to give us an estimate of what is going 
on? Well, what is going on now? What 
we see now is an EIA projection made 
in January of this year, the yellow 
line. 

The EIA says: Here is where we think 
oil is going to go now. But, of course, 
anybody who drives a car and has 
stopped at a gas pump recently under-
stands what is happening to the price 
of oil. The price of oil is something now 
over $70 a barrel, on the march from $37 
a barrel. That is happening at a time 
when demand is down and supply is up. 

I taught economics in college ever so 
briefly. But the supply-demand curve is 
something you can learn the first day. 
When supply is up and demand is down, 
price is not supposed to go up. If it is 
going up, there is something wrong. 
There is something happening. And 
that is what is happening now. 

Where will it go? Will it go to $90? I 
notice one of our big investment banks 
thought it would go to $90. I would 
love, if I had subpoena capability, to 
find the position that investment bank 
was holding in oil futures as they made 
that announcement. But that is an 
aside for another day. 

The question is: Is it reasonable to 
have an amendment by Senator SAND-
ERS to say: We want the Commodity 
Futures Trading Commission to use all 
of their authority to try to understand 
what is going on? The other side says: 
Absolutely not. We do not intend to 
allow you to offer that amendment. 

I mean, I do not understand why. 
Whose interests would they be sup-
porting or protecting? The speculators? 
Big investment banks? Those who are 
holding oil offshore in ships? Those in-
vestment banks that actually have 
bought oil storage for the first time in 
history to take oil out of supply and 
store it, and wait as the price goes up 
and make money? Is that whose inter-
ests are at stake here? 

Let me come back to the point I was 
making. We tried very hard Thursday 
and Friday to reach an agreement on 
amendments on both sides. We said: 
Absolutely. You want amendments. 
You want all five amendments on the 
TARP program? It has nothing to do 
with the bill. By all means, feel free. 
Start offering. We are ready. And the 
other side said: Well, you give us all we 
want, but we do not intend to agree to 
much of anything you want, kind of a 
one-way agreement that they would 
have known was destined to fail. 

Again, I do not understand how we 
have gotten to a point on a piece of leg-
islation that should be so non-
controversial, sufficient so that with a 
90-to-3 vote on the motion to proceed, 
it is brought to the floor of the Senate, 
a bill that had over 50 cosponsors last 
year here in the Senate, a bill that 
deals with travel and promotion of 
travel and tourism, that we now have 
this unbelievable impasse. 

We had to have 2 days with a cloture 
motion on a motion to proceed that 
passed 90 to 3 and then have 30 hours 
postcloture. Then we were going on 
this merry-go-round last Thursday and 
Friday with an absurd proposition that 
the minority wants to decide what 
amendments the majority can have, de-
spite the fact that the majority says: 
You can have whatever amendments 
you want. They must have missed the 
last couple of elections. They appar-
ently think they run the Senate. 

What runs the Senate is consensus— 
consensus by people who care about 
getting things done on important 
issues. If you cannot do something on 
tourism, how on Earth are you going to 
do something on health care and en-
ergy and climate change and a lot of 
things that matter a lot about this 
country and the future? If you cannot 
do a tourism bill, what can you do? It 
is pretty unbelievable to me. 

I know we can have people come and 
explain, even until they are completely 
out of breath, why they object to ev-
erything. I just described: Senate GOP 
still saying no. Democrats need to 
know when bills are coming up, we are 
going to extend the debate as long as 
we can—on and on and on. 

How about just picking out one or 
two little issues—one or two issues— 
that would advance the country’s in-
terests and say: Do you know what, on 
this issue we will just park the politics 
at home. We have to leave the politics 
back in the office. We will come to the 
floor and say: What is good for the 
country? 

I will tell you what is good for the 
country here on this issue; that is, in a 
very troubled world, where a lot of peo-
ple have looked askance at this coun-
try and we have gotten some bad rep-
utation around here and there—and 
some bad information about America— 
I will tell you what is good: to have 
people come to this country and just be 
around for a bit and experience this 
great country of ours and understand 
when they hit our shores this is a cita-
del of freedom. You can do everything 
you want. 

This is an unbelievable place, and we 
need people in the world to understand 
it and to understand especially this: 
You are welcome to come here. We 
want you here. We want you to come 
and see and sample and understand 
what America is about. That is what 
this bill is. If we cannot even agree on 
that, how on Earth will we agree on the 
big issues of the day? 

We will have a cloture vote at 5:30. 
My guess is, the minority will say: We 
believe this vote needs to be a leader-
ship vote. All of you have to vote 
against cloture because we haven’t of-
fered the first amendment. Do you 
know why you have not offered the 
first amendment? Because you would 
not agree on anything. We tried Thurs-
day. We tried Friday. You would not 
agree on anything. We agreed on all 
your amendments, and you would not 
agree on a thing. So here we are—I and 
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my Democratic and Republican cospon-
sors on this bill we have worked on 
now for 2 years—coming now to a clo-
ture vote in which some will say to 
others: You can’t vote for cloture be-
cause we haven’t had any amendments. 

I hope perhaps between now—10 to 4 
o’clock—and 5:30, if there are well- 
meaning people in this Chamber who 
really wish to make progress for our 
country, we could have an agreement 
on amendments and then just go for-
ward. Let’s do that. 

I was there when Senator REID said 
to the minority leader: Look, let’s just 
at least start. We do not have to have 
a whole list of all the amendments. 
Let’s just start. If you want the first 
five amendments—whatever it is you 
want—bring them on. We will have the 
amendments. And we will give you 
three of ours. Let’s just start the proc-
ess. 

We could not even get that done 
Thursday and Friday. 

The American people deserve better 
than that from all of us. They deserve 
a Senate that works. And if the Senate 
cannot work on bipartisan legislation 
dealing with tourism, can you name a 
subject where it will work? 

My hope is that in the next hour and 
a half, perhaps some will come to the 
floor who have the interest and the 
ability to reach an agreement, so we 
can begin the amendment process and 
finish the bill this week. We can do 
that. We should not defeat this cloture 
motion. In fact, we should vitiate the 
motion—if we could get the leadership 
of the other side to come to the floor 
and say: We agree with what you pro-
posed last week. 

Let’s start. Let’s start now. Let’s 
have some amendments tonight and 
have some votes. We can do that. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The Senator from Arizona. 
COLOMBIA FREE TRADE AGREEMENT 

Mr. KYL. Mr. President, next week 
President Uribe of Colombia will be 
meeting with President Obama at the 
White House. I hope this meeting will 
serve as an opportunity to get the Co-
lombia Free Trade Agreement back on 
track. 

I support the Colombia Free Trade 
Agreement because of its importance 
to Colombia but also because I think it 
is important for U.S. firms to gain ac-
cess to the markets of fast-growing de-
veloping nations abroad. Our economy 
will revive only if we create jobs. En-
acting this Colombia Free Trade 
Agreement will help to do that. 

America’s two-way trade with Co-
lombia reached $18 billion in 2007, mak-
ing Colombia our fourth largest trad-
ing partner in Latin America and our 
largest export market for U.S. agricul-
tural products in South America. 

Exports are the only major sector of 
the private economy actually making 
positive contributions to U.S. eco-
nomic growth. In my own State of Ari-
zona, nearly 80 percent of all of our 
manufactured goods were exported. On 

average, net exports added more than 1 
percentage point overall to our eco-
nomic growth last year, in part offset-
ting the negative consequences of the 
housing downturn. So if U.S. manufac-
turers and farmers were not able to sell 
their products abroad, the current eco-
nomic downturn would be much worse. 

Enacting the Colombia Free Trade 
Agreement would help more than 10,000 
U.S. companies that export to Colom-
bia, 8,500 of which are small and me-
dium-sized firms, by opening a signifi-
cant new export market. 

America’s market is already open to 
imports from Colombia. In 2008, for ex-
ample, over 90 percent of U.S. imports 
from Colombia entered the United 
States duty free under our most-fa-
vored-nation tariff rates and various 
preference programs, such as the Ande-
an Trade Preference Act and the Gen-
eralized System of Preferences. How-
ever, more than 97 percent of U.S. ex-
ports to Colombia are subject to duties 
that range from 14 to 50 percent. Once 
the agreement is approved, over 80 per-
cent of U.S. consumer and industrial 
exports to Colombia will enter duty 
free. So each day Congress does not ap-
prove the Colombia free-trade deal, the 
U.S. exporters pay $2 million in unnec-
essary tariffs. 

Let me review very briefly the events 
of the past 2 years to understand the 
current state of affairs. 

On May 10, 2007, Democrats and Re-
publicans agreed to a framework that 
modifies future trade agreements to in-
clude provisions improving labor and 
environmental standards in order to 
move the Peru, Colombia, and South 
Korea free-trade agreements. 

After the Peru Trade Promotion 
Agreement was signed into law in De-
cember 2007, Democrats broke the deal 
with us in order to extract more con-
cessions. This time, they said that in 
exchange for passing the Colombia 
Free Trade Agreement, the Bush ad-
ministration would need to accept an 
expansion of TAA benefits by increas-
ing the refundability of the health care 
tax credit from 65 to 80 percent, ex-
panding the TAA eligibility to service 
workers, and doubling the mandatory 
funding for worker retraining from $220 
to $440 million. 

When the Bush administration tried 
to jump-start the process last year by 
introducing the Colombia Free Trade 
Agreement, Speaker PELOSI responded 
by unilaterally rescinding Colombia’s 
fast-track authority, essentially kill-
ing any chance of moving the agree-
ment. 

We missed another opportunity to 
enact the Colombia Free Trade Agree-
ment on the stimulus bill. Although 
the majority did find room to enact a 
multibillion-dollar trade adjustment 
assistance expansion—that is what T- 
A-A stands for—which was considered a 
prerequisite to any additional free- 
trade agreement, now that it is the 
law, we are not moving forward on the 
Colombia Free Trade Agreement. 

Interestingly, the President’s budget 
would permanently extend trade ad-

justment assistance at a cost of $4.6 
billion over 10 years. But it does not in-
clude one dollar to implement any of 
the pending trade agreements such as 
those with Colombia, Panama, or 
South Korea. 

I urge my colleagues to use President 
Uribe’s visit as an opportunity to move 
forward and renew this Nation’s com-
mitment to trade not only to assist an 
important American ally that needs 
our help but to enact a true stimulus 
bill that will promote American manu-
facturing exports and create badly 
needed jobs. I ask that we get our 
staffs to begin working together to de-
velop a plan to ensure passage of the 
Colombia Free Trade Agreement. 

Finally, let me respond briefly to 
Democrats’ charges that Colombia has 
not done enough to protect human 
rights. The Colombian Government has 
demobilized and brought to justice over 
31,000 members from 35 paramilitary 
groups, principally from the AUC or 
the United Self-Defense Forces of Co-
lombia. In addition, more than 10,500 
members of the far-left insurgent 
groups FARC, the Revolutionary 
Armed Forces of Colombia, and ELN, 
which is the National Liberation 
Army, have chosen to demobilize, indi-
vidually leaving their units and turn-
ing themselves in to Colombian au-
thorities. The Colombian Government 
is also providing protection to over 
10,600 individuals. The largest protec-
tion program is run by the Ministry of 
Interior and Justice and provides pro-
tection to more than 9,400 individuals, 
including 1,900 trade union members. 
Of the program’s $39.5 million budget, 
one-third—over $13 million—goes to 
protect trade unionists. As a result, 
President Uribe has improved the secu-
rity situation in Colombia dramati-
cally. Kidnappings are down by 83 per-
cent, terror attacks are down by 76 per-
cent, homicides have decreased by 40 
percent, and homicides against trade 
unionists have dropped by twice as 
much—over 80 percent. 

This is important progress by the 
Government of Colombia. It is an im-
portant ally of the United States. It de-
serves our support. And, as impor-
tantly, exporters in the United States 
deserve congressional support, enabling 
them to export their products without 
the kinds of barriers that currently 
exist. 

The trade agreement is in our best 
interest, and I hope my colleagues will 
insist that very soon we get the Colom-
bia Free Trade Agreement back on 
track so this important legislation can 
pass the Congress, be signed into law, 
and begin to help our economy gen-
erate jobs and stimulate economic 
growth. It is an important agreement 
that has languished far too long, and 
we need to get it moving again. 

Mr. President, I suggest the absence 
of a quorum. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 
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Mr. MCCONNELL. Madam President, 

I ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mrs. 
HAGAN). Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

HEALTH CARE 
Mr. MCCONNELL. Madam President, 

as the debate over health care reform 
continues, a number of different ap-
proaches have now emerged. But one 
thing unites us: All of us agree health 
care reform is needed. The question is, 
what kind of reform—a reform that 
cuts costs and expands access or a so- 
called reform that leads to a govern-
ment takeover where premiums are in-
creased but health care is delayed, de-
nied, and rationed? The American peo-
ple want reform, but they want reform 
that allows them to keep their current 
insurance while preserving the free-
doms, choices, and quality of care they 
now enjoy. That is why Republicans 
have proposed a series of reforms to 
lower costs and improve access, with-
out—without—destroying what people 
like about our current health care sys-
tem. 

As it turns out, President Obama has 
said he is open to some of the ideas Re-
publicans have put forward, such as the 
need to reform our medical liability 
laws to discourage junk lawsuits and 
the need to encourage wellness and pre-
vention programs that have proven to 
be effective in cutting costs and im-
proving care. In fact, during a speech 
last week to the American Medical As-
sociation, the President discussed one 
particular wellness and prevention pro-
gram at the Safeway supermarket 
chain, which has dramatically cut that 
company’s health care costs and em-
ployee premiums. The President even 
said he would be open to helping busi-
nesses across the Nation adopt wellness 
and prevention programs such as the 
Safeway plan. Yet the bill the Demo-
crats are trying to rush through the 
Senate would actually ban this pro-
gram from being copied and imple-
mented by other companies. That 
makes absolutely no sense. 

All last week, we heard eye-popping 
cost estimates for health care pro-
posals coming out of Capitol Hill—pro-
posals that wouldn’t even solve the en-
tire problem but would bury us deeper 
and deeper in debt. If the goal is to de-
crease costs, why wouldn’t Democrats 
in Congress support a plan we know has 
been effective in doing so—especially if 
the President himself supports it? One 
would think this would be an easy bi-
partisan feature of any Democratic 
plan. 

According to Safeway CEO Steve 
Burd, Safeway’s per capita health care 
costs have remained flat even as the 
per capita health care costs of most 
American companies have increased by 
nearly 30 percent since Safeway imple-
mented its wellness and prevention 
plan back in 2005. 

Safeway’s plan has also reduced the 
health care costs for employees and 
their families by offering incentives for 

workers who adopt healthier lifestyles. 
Those employees who choose to partici-
pate in the plan are tested for tobacco 
usage, for a healthy weight, and for 
their blood pressure and cholesterol 
levels. Employees who pass these tests 
are given discounts on their premiums. 

For example, if employees pass all 
four tests, their annual premiums are 
reduced by $780 for individuals and 
$1,560 for families. If employees miss 
their goals the first time, the company 
provides support for improvement and 
financial incentives for those who 
make progress. 

All of this makes health care more 
affordable, and it also helps to improve 
the health and quality of life of 
Safeway’s workers. The company’s obe-
sity and smoking rates are now about 
70 percent of the national average, and 
employees like the plan so much that 
76 percent of them want more incen-
tives that reward healthy behavior. 

Safeway executives estimate if the 
United States had adopted its approach 
in 2005—4 years ago—the country’s di-
rect health care bill would be $550 bil-
lion less than it is now—if we had sim-
ply adopted the Safeway approach 4 
years ago. 

The Safeway program has proven so 
successful that the company wants to 
increase its incentives for rewarding 
healthy behavior. Unfortunately, cur-
rent laws restrict it from doing so, but 
instead of offering legislation that cor-
rects the problem, the so-called reform 
bill being pushed through the HELP 
Committee would do the opposite. It 
would actually prohibit companies 
from implementing the Safeway pro-
gram. 

Let me repeat that: The bill that is 
currently being pushed through the 
HELP Committee doesn’t let compa-
nies consider an employee’s health sta-
tus when providing insurance—mean-
ing employers would be banned from 
rewarding healthy behavior as Safeway 
does and offering lower premiums to 
workers who manage their chronic dis-
eases, eliminate high-risk behaviors 
such as smoking, or lose weight. In 
other words, it would prohibit compa-
nies from implementing programs that 
have been proven to cut health care 
costs. I thought that was the point of 
health care reform. 

When it comes to making health care 
more affordable, we should all support 
ideas that work. Americans want 
health care ideas that cut costs and 
improve care. The Safeway model is an 
excellent place to start. The President 
supports it, Republicans support it, and 
Safeway’s experience has shown that it 
works. If Democrats in Congress are se-
rious about making health care more 
affordable, they should support it too. 
Instead of the rush-and-spend approach 
that has led to a chaotic process and 
hugely expensive health care proposals 
that don’t even address the whole prob-
lem, Democrats should slow down and 
consider ideas that have been shown to 
not only be effective in delivering care 
but also effective in reducing costs. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The bill clerk proceeded to call the 

roll. 
Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, I 

ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Madam President, 
in about an hour, we will be asked to 
vote on whether the Senate can con-
tinue to do what the Senate is sup-
posed to do and that is to amend and 
debate. When I ran for the Senate, the 
people of Tennessee sent me up here to 
represent them. They expected that 
when I got here, I would have a chance 
to say what I had to say on their be-
half, and sometimes what I think may 
not be so important but what they 
think is important. The people of Ten-
nessee know the history of the Sen-
ate—as Senator BYRD has so often 
said—is distinguished only by a couple 
things. One is virtually an unlimited 
right to amend, and another is a vir-
tually unlimited right to debate. 

What is going to happen at 5:30 is we 
are going to be asked to vote to cut off 
amendments and cut off debate. A vote 
of yes will be a vote to obstruct our 
right to amend, obstruct our right to 
debate and to make it impossible for 
me to represent the people of Ten-
nessee, who voted for me with the idea 
that I might be able to do that. 

Let me explain a little more what I 
mean by that. A great many people 
write books about America, but un-
questionably I think the best regarded 
such book is a book by Alexis de 
Tocqueville, entitled ‘‘Democracy in 
America.’’ When the young Frenchman 
came to this country, he ran across 
Davy Crockett and all sorts of people. 
When he wrote about what he thought 
might be, in the long term, the great-
est danger to the American democracy, 
he said he thought it might be the 
‘‘tyranny of the majority.’’ He was 
afraid that in our type of system, what 
might happen is that the majority 
would get control and run over the mi-
nority. 

The Senate was one of the institu-
tions created to avoid that. So when we 
get a situation where we have only 40 
or 41 Republican Senators and 57 or 58 
or 56 or more Democratic Senators, the 
minority always has a right to make 
sure there is no tyranny of the major-
ity. It has been the other way and it 
will be again; when I first came here 
the Republicans held the majority, and 
we had 55 Republicans at one point. So 
a vote of yes at 5:30 is a vote to ob-
struct the right of Senators to rep-
resent the people who hired them to 
come and offer amendments and speak 
for them. 

Ironically, this vote will give the ma-
jority the right to suppress a majority 
view—because what is the issue that is 
attempting to be suppressed? The issue 
is whether we ought to get the govern-
ment in Washington out of the auto-
mobile business. I think most people in 
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the country are thinking we are having 
too many Washington takeovers. That 
is not the American way. We know we 
have had trouble in this country eco-
nomically, but taking over banks, in-
surance companies, student loans, car 
companies, and now maybe taking over 
health care—the American people don’t 
like that. 

We have a series of amendments to be 
offered—both Republican and some 
with bipartisan support—which would 
say: Let’s get the government out of 
the automobile business and put it 
back in the hands of the American peo-
ple and the free enterprise system of 
America. That is a majority view in 
this country. 

According to an AutoPacific Survey 
in the Nashville Tennessean, 81 percent 
of Americans polled agree that the 
faster the government gets out of the 
automotive business the better; 95 per-
cent disagreed that the government is 
a good overseer of corporations, such 
as General Motors and Chrysler; 93 per-
cent disagree that having the govern-
ment in charge of General Motors and 
Chrysler will result in cars and trucks 
Americans want to buy. Most Ameri-
cans don’t want a car that a United 
States Senator engineered, designed, 
and sold. That is not what we are here 
for. They know better than that. 

According to a Rasmussen Poll of 
June 13 and 14, 80 percent of those 
polled believe the government should 
sell the government stake in the auto 
companies to private investors ‘‘as 
soon as possible.’’ And 71 percent of 
those polled believe the government 
should sell their stake to private inves-
tors as soon as possible. 

According to the Wall Street Journal 
on June 18, nearly 70 percent of those 
surveyed said they had concerns about 
Federal intervention into the economy, 
including the President’s decision to 
take an ownership interest in General 
Motors, put limits on executive com-
pensation, and the prospect of more 
government involvement in health 
care. We have a situation where the 
President is calling the mayor of De-
troit to get into the question of wheth-
er the headquarters of General Motors 
is going to be there or in Warren, MI. 
We have the chairman of the House 
bailout committee—the House Finan-
cial Services Committee—calling the 
president of General Motors saying: 
Don’t close the warehouse in my dis-
trict. And all of us in Congress are say-
ing: Please build a car in my district. 
We will have some Congressmen say-
ing: Don’t buy a battery from South 
Korea; buy one made in my district. We 
have automobile company executives 
driving to Washington in their congres-
sionally approved hybrid cars to spend 
4 hours testifying and then drive home. 
How many cars do they design, build, 
and make while doing this? The Amer-
ican people know the car companies 
cannot compete if they have 435 con-
gressional political meddlers, 100 sen-
ators, plus a whole administration, try-
ing to tell them how to compete in a 
very complex business. 

Senator BENNETT of Utah and I, co-
sponsored by the Republican leader, 
Senator KYL, and others, have a bill 
called the Auto Stock for Every Tax-
payer Act. We would like to offer it as 
an amendment this week and get a 
vote on it. The Auto Stock for every 
Taxpayer amendment would say that 
the Treasury can’t use any more TARP 
funds to bail out General Motors or 
Chrysler. Also, while the government 
owns stock in these companies, the 
Secretary of the Treasury, or his des-
ignee, has a fiduciary responsibility to 
the taxpayer to maximize returns on 
that investment. And most impor-
tantly, our amendment says that with-
in a year after General Motors comes 
out of bankruptcy, the government 
should distribute its stock to the 120 
million Americans who pay taxes on 
April 15. 

In other words, let’s have a big stock 
distribution, the same way Procter & 
Gamble did when it distributed stock 
in Clorox or the same way other com-
panies do every year. We have a core 
business, the car company, that has 
nothing to do with the owner, the 
United States government, and we 
should give the car company to the 
owners—the 120 million people who pay 
taxes. That is what we should do. And 
the rationale is: I paid for it, I should 
own it. That is the first amendment we 
want to offer. 

Senator CORKER, with a couple of co-
sponsors, including Senator WARNER 
from the other side of the aisle, has an-
other idea, which I am glad to support. 
It is a little different approach to the 
same idea. He would create a limited- 
liability corporation to manage the 
government ownership stake in compa-
nies in which the government owns at 
least 20 percent. By the fall of this year 
that will probably include AIG, 
Citigroup, and General Motors. The 
government’s assets would be placed in 
a trust and managed by three inde-
pendent, nonpolitical trustees. The 
trustees would have to liquidate the 
government’s interest by December 24, 
2011. And there is a waiver process in 
case the trustees think there is a prob-
lem with that deadline. 

That is a responsible, interesting ap-
proach. Why shouldn’t Senator CORKER 
and Senator WARNER have a chance to 
offer that amendment? That is what 
the majority of people in America 
would like to see done. 

Senator JOHANNS, a distinguished 
former Governor of Nebraska, has his 
Free Enterprise Act of 2009. He has 29 
cosponsors. He would like to require 
congressional approval before the Fed-
eral Government can use TARP funds 
to acquire ownership of an entity 
through stock. 

Senator THUNE, a member of the Re-
publican leadership, has the Govern-
ment Ownership Exit Plan Act of 2009. 
He would require the Treasury to sell 
any ownership of a private entity by 
July 1, 2010, and prohibit the govern-
ment from acquiring any additional 
ownership stake in private companies. 

Well, I think you can get the drift, 
Madam President. We have a number of 
Senators, mostly from this side but 
some cosponsored from the other side, 
who say that the American people are 
tired of Washington takeovers. They 
know cars aren’t going to get better in 
this country if the government is med-
dling with them and designing them 
and building them and making them. I 
can just imagine what we will have if 
we meddle. We will have a purple polka 
dot car that gets 50 miles per gallon 
and will have a windmill on top and a 
solar panel on the side, and it will have 
this part made in this Congressman’s 
district and that part made in that 
Senator’s State, and it probably won’t 
run 5 miles. Then we will lower the 
price to get people to buy it, all the 
while losing money, losing competi-
tion, and putting real competitors out 
of business. And then we will have no 
American automobile industry left. So 
we need to get the government out of 
the car business and stop the Wash-
ington takeover. And over 80 percent of 
the American people agree. 

So what are we doing in the Senate? 
We are going to vote at 5:30 to say: No, 
Senators. No, Senator CORKER. No, 
Senator WARNER. No, Senator ALEX-
ANDER. No, Senator BENNETT. We are 
going to say no to the other Senators, 
you can’t continue to debate. You can’t 
continue to offer your amendments. We 
are going to obstruct your right to do 
that. We are going to keep you from 
representing the people of Tennessee, 
the people of Utah, or the other people 
you were sent here to represent. We are 
going to stop the debate; stop the 
amendment. 

That is the tyranny of the majority 
that Alexis de Tocqueville envisioned. 
That is not the way the Senate has 
been running this year. This year in 
the Senate, Senator REID has made a 
good-faith effort, and Republican Sen-
ators appreciate that, in saying we are 
going to have some amendments. That 
means we are going to have some 
amendments offered on which some of 
us don’t really want to vote. There 
have been some amendments I really 
didn’t want to vote on, including some 
offered by people on my side of the 
aisle, but that is what we do in the 
Senate. So why are we doing this? Why 
are we saying suddenly, no amend-
ments? 

So I would hope Senators would 
agree that at 5:30 we should vote no. 
We should vote no. And by voting no, 
we would be saying: Let’s continue to 
debate. Let’s continue to amend. A 
vote yes is a vote to obstruct. A vote 
no is to continue to debate and con-
tinue to amend. And the issue is, shall 
we take the government ownership of 
automobile companies and put it, as 
soon as it is practicable, back in the 
hands of the American people, where it 
belongs, in our free enterprise system? 
That is the American way. 

We have at least four different op-
tions. We have a whole menu here. If 
you don’t like the Alexander-Bennet 
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amendment, vote for the Corker 
amendment. If you don’t like that, 
vote for one of the other amendments. 
We have four ways to go about it, all 
carefully thought out, all in front of 
everybody. Why don’t we do that? That 
is what the Senate does. 

So I prefer the way the Senate has 
operated pretty much all the time, up 
to today, which is to say: Senators, 
offer your amendments, take your 
votes. Today is an aberration -a change 
away from the way the Senate should 
function. My old friend, the late Alex 
Haley, author of Roots, used to say: 
Find the good and praise it. Well, I can 
find plenty of good in the way the ma-
jority leader has conducted the Senate 
this year by allowing debate and 
amendments. I would consider this an 
aberration. 

I hope we will vote to continue to 
amend, to continue to debate, and get 
the Senate back to the practice we had 
most of this year, which is to say: If 
you have an amendment, Senator, 
bring it on over, call it up, and we will 
vote on it, and then we will go on to 
the next thing. 

Madam President, I ask unanimous 
consent to have printed in the RECORD 
an article from the American Spec-
tator entitled ‘‘Are There Obamashares 
in Your Future?’’ 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 
ARE THERE OBAMASHARES IN YOUR FUTURE? 

(By Peter Hannaford) 
As they were steering General Motors into 

bankruptcy at early this month, the Presi-
dent Goodwrench team arranged for the 
United Auto Workers’ pension fund to get 30 
percent of the stock when the ‘‘new’’ com-
pany comes out at the other end. Bond hold-
ers will get 10 percent and the U.S. Govern-
ment will keep 60 percent for itself. 

If the ‘‘new’’ GM becomes profitable it may 
eventually pay back the $50 billion the gov-
ernment has advanced to it, but the term 
‘‘government ownership’’ lacks the ring of 
legitimacy that ‘‘taxpayer ownership’’ has. 

U.S. Senator Lamar Alexander (R–T) wants 
to do something about that. He is the lead 
sponsor for the Auto Stock for Every Tax-
payer bill which would distribute the govern-
ment’s stock in GM (and Chrysler, too) to 
the 120 million Americans who paid income 
taxes on April 15. He says, ‘‘That is the fast-
est way to get ownership of the auto compa-
nies out of the hands of meddling Wash-
ington politicians and back into the hands of 
Americans in the market place.’’ 

This is no voice in the wilderness. A recent 
AutoPacific poll reports that 81 percent of 
Americans agreed that ‘‘the faster the gov-
ernment gets out of the automotive business, 
the better.’’ Conversely, 95 percent of those 
polled disagreed with the statement, ‘‘. . . 
the government is a good overseer of cor-
porations such as General Motors and Chrys-
ler.’’ And 93 percent disagreed that ‘‘having 
the government in charge [of the two auto-
makers] will result in cars and trucks that 
Americans will want to buy.’’ So much for 
the flimsy cars with which President 
Goodwrench wants to fill the market. 

To make sure his proposal to put auto-
maker stock in the hands of actual tax-
payers gets the attention it deserves, Sen. 
Alexander the other day began a program to 
draw attention to the downsides of Wash-

ington management of auto companies. He 
introduced on the floor of the Senate his 
‘‘Car Czar’’ awards. As he put it, ‘‘It’s a serv-
ice to taxpayers from America’s new auto-
motive headquarters, Washington, D.C.’’ 

The Car Czar awards, he adds, ‘‘. . . will be 
conferred on Washington meddlers who make 
it harder for the auto companies your gov-
ernment owns to compete in the world mar-
ketplace.’’ The first award went to Rep. Bar-
ney Frank (D–MA) ‘‘for interfering in the op-
eration of General Motors.’’ 

Rep. Frank is Chairman of the House Fi-
nancial Services Committee, well known for 
his oft-denied roll in pressuring Fannie Mae 
and Freddie Mac to push banks to make 
risky home loans. 

Two weeks ago, it turns out, Mr. Frank 
learned that General Motors, as part of its 
restructuring plan, would close a parts dis-
tribution warehouse in Norton, Massachu-
setts by year’s end. Despite the President 
Goodwrench team’s constant pressing of GM 
to cut more and more, anything in Barney 
Frank’s district is out of bounds if he has 
anything to say about it, and he did. He put 
in a call to GM CEO Frederick ‘‘Fritz’’ Hen-
derson and—voila—the Norton warehouse 
was saved. This warehouse has 90 employees. 
We can assume that they and their spouses 
will show their gratitude to Mr. Frank at the 
polls in November next year. That’s 180 
votes. He should really think in larger 
terms. If he were to sponsor a House version 
of Sen. Alexander’s Auto Stock for Every 
Taxpayer legislation, think of the thousands 
of grateful citizens in his district who would 
support him. Indeed, they might even de-
mand that the local federal building be 
named after him. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. I thank the Chair, 
I yield the floor, and I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. BROWN. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. BROWN. Madam President, I ap-
preciate the comments of the Senator 
from Tennessee. I don’t know how the 
vote will come out at 5:30 today, but I 
do know it is almost unanimous—per-
haps it is unanimous on this side and 
the other side of the aisle—that we all 
want the auto industry to return whol-
ly to the private sector; that this was 
an extraordinary situation. 

I represent, as the Senator from Ten-
nessee represents, a lot of auto-
workers—in his case, union and non-
union alike. I have a good many non-
union autoworkers in my State—union 
and nonunion alike—and I think all 
those companies—certainly GM and 
Chrysler workers and people in the 
community—want this industry back 
on its feet and want it run by the pri-
vate investors, as it should be. 

CUYAHOGA RIVER 
Madam President, today marks the 

40th anniversary the Cuyahoga River 
in Cleveland burned. The June 22, 1969, 
fire wasn’t the first or the biggest on 
the Cuyahoga or in rivers all over the 
country in those days when rivers were 
full of chemicals and all kinds of dis-
charge that could catch fire from a 

spark from a railroad train passing 
through or from something else passing 
over the river. But 40 years ago, that 
fire in the Cuyahoga River was a cata-
lyst that helped create the Environ-
mental Protection Agency and then 
the landmark Clean Water Act. The 
fire helped push the government to rec-
ognized its responsibility to safeguard 
our environment. When the EPA was 
established in July of 1970—as I said, in 
large part the impetus came from that 
fire on the Cuyahoga in 1969—it 
marked a sustained effort by citizens 
to demand that their government pro-
tect our health and sustain our envi-
ronment. Like so many times through-
out our Nation’s history, citizen activ-
ism served as a vehicle for change. 

Prior to that fire in 1969—I was born 
in 1952—I remember as a small child 
and as a teenager going 60 miles north 
of where I grew up to the shores of 
Lake Erie and seeing dead fish along 
the lake and seeing what was left of a 
wonderful living lake—one of the Great 
Lakes. The greatest natural resources 
of this country are the five Great 
Lakes. I remember seeing the pollution 
and the damage that came from the ef-
fluent that human beings, that individ-
uals and farmers and industry dumped 
into that lake and its rivers over 
many, many years. 

Galvanized by Rachel Carson’s 1962 
‘‘Silent Spring,’’ the environmental 
movement engaged the public and edu-
cated elected officials and industry 
leaders about threats to human safety 
and environmental sustainability. That 
citizen call to action spurred decades 
worth of environmental laws that have 
improved our quality of life and im-
proved the health of our Nation’s 
streams, lakes, and rivers. 

When the Clean Water Act was 
passed in 1972, only about 30 percent of 
the Nation’s waters were safe for fish-
ing and swimming. Think about that. 
In 1972, fewer than a third of the Na-
tion’s waters were safe for fishing and 
swimming. Two decades later, the EPA 
reported that 56 percent of rivers and 
lakes meet safety standards—much 
progress but clearly not nearly enough. 

As a result of the Clean Water Act, 
thousands of communities around the 
Nation benefit from wastewater treat-
ment plants, improved habitats, in-
creased fish stocks, and safer rec-
reational waters. Just as the health of 
our Nation’s water has improved, so 
too has the river in my community— 
the Cuyahoga River. 

The Cuyahoga, which is a Native- 
American word meaning ‘‘crooked 
river,’’ winds through northeast Ohio. 
In fact, when you land at the Cleveland 
airport, you can see the river winding 
its way right through downtown Cleve-
land. So there are banks of the river 
through several miles as it goes into 
Cuyahoga County. It ultimately flows 
into Lake Erie in the city of Cleveland. 

When scientists began studying the 
fish populations of the Cuyahoga, they 
found that only a few species were able 
to survive in the polluted waters. Many 
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of the fish that remained were de-
formed. But after years of hard work 
by the Cuyahoga River Community 
Planning Organization, by citizens, by 
industry leaders, and by government 
agencies, more than 60 different fishes 
species can now be found in the river. 

That tells you what the efforts of 
government can do. It took more than 
a few activists in the city of Cleveland, 
it took more than the Cleveland city 
health department, it took more than 
the Cuyahoga County health depart-
ment, it took more than the State 
EPA, it took a strong national govern-
ment and the Environmental Protec-
tion Agency—created, if you remem-
ber, during the Presidency of Richard 
Nixon, with a Democratic Congress. Ul-
timately, the creation of the Environ-
mental Protection Agency, giving the 
Federal Government the ability to 
come in, when necessary, and mandate 
that local officials and local industry 
do what is needed to clean the water, 
to clean the air, is a lesson we should 
all learn. 

Today, as one of only 14 American 
Heritage Rivers, the Cuyahoga flows 
through the Cuyahoga National Park 
where bald eagles now nest. Through-
out Ohio—something you would never 
have thought of happening 30 years 
ago—our clean and abundant water 
supplies, such as the Cuyahoga, are 
critical to farming, clean energy devel-
opment, and to regional economic com-
petitiveness. Water-related recreation 
and tourism provide jobs and billions of 
dollars in revenues for communities 
and cities such as Lorain, cities in 
Lake County, cities such as my wife’s 
hometown of Ashtabula, and cities 
such as Toledo. 

Wildlife depends on clean water and 
on healthy wetlands. The Cuyahoga 
will not burn anytime soon, but that 
doesn’t really mean the hard work is 
complete. We must continue to protect 
our wetlands and our streams, to bol-
ster our fisheries, to increase habitat 
restoration and recreational opportuni-
ties throughout the Great Lakes. It 
will mean the Federal Government will 
need to provide hundreds of millions of 
dollars of assistance for all five of the 
Great Lakes. It will mean billions of 
dollars of investment around the Great 
Lakes in recreation and fishing and in 
economic development and in safe 
drinking water. These efforts include 
reducing the number of combined sew-
age overflows into our waterways and 
removing the toxic sediments that 
were dumped in the rivers leading to 
the Great Lakes—the Maumee, the 
Cuyahoga, the Ashtabula, and others— 
before the Clean Water Act. 

After years of hard work, the con-
tinuing restoration of the Cuyahoga is 
a symbol of progress and a symbol of 
success. The community restoration ef-
fort on the Cuyahoga is an indication 
of the undeniable importance of the 
EPA and the Clean Water Act. It is a 
testament to what can be accomplished 
when citizens and government join to 
tackle a problem. 

In the communities that make up the 
Cuyahoga River watershed—among 
them Beachwood, Hudson, Euclid, 
Akron, and Barberton—2009 is the year 
of the Cuyahoga. But there is no reason 
we shouldn’t dedicate every day to 
cleaner water in a more sustainable en-
vironment. 

I commend the thousands of citizens 
who for more than 40 years worked to 
make the Cuyahoga a source of pride 
for our communities. Their collective 
efforts made their government recog-
nize its role in protecting our health 
and preserving our environment. I am 
confident that 40 years from now, my 
grandchildren and generations of Ohio-
ans will enjoy the clean waters of the 
Cuyahoga River and of Lake Erie. 

Madam President, I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Delaware is recognized. 
Mr. KAUFMAN. Madam President, I 

rise today to draw attention to our ef-
forts on the Tourism Promotion Act of 
2009 and, specifically, to focus on my 
small State of Delaware. 

Coming to Delaware, the ‘‘First 
State,’’ one is treated to a myriad 
range of great tourist attractions from 
arts and culture, to sports and gaming, 
from marvelous recreation to dozens of 
fairs and festivals. 

In the area of arts and culture, Dela-
ware boasts such notable stops as the 
Nemours Gardens and mansion, the 
home of Alfred I. DuPont and the now 
world famous DuPont Children’s Hos-
pital. 

Visitors can also tour the beautiful 
Bellevue State Park, the Delaware Art 
Museum, or even see a show at the Du-
Pont Theater at the Hotel DuPont in 
Wilmington. 

The State of Delaware, the first 
State to ratify the Constitution, also 
has significant historical sites for tour-
ists to enjoy. 

Visitors can view the birthplace of 
the DuPont Company at Delaware’s 
Hagley Museum and Gardens. The lux-
urious, 100-room home of Henry 
Francis DuPont is also open to the 
public at Winterthur Museums and 
Gardens. 

Since Delaware was one of the origi-
nal 13 colonies, we are proud to boast 
several pre-Revolutionary War histor-
ical sites. The Amstel House and the 
John Dickinson Mansion and Planta-
tion can offer visitors a rare insight 
into life before the Revolution. 

Our Constitution Park offers a trib-
ute to our ratification of the Constitu-
tion, made even more significant by 
the fact that Delaware was the first 
State to do so. 

Civil War buffs can visit Fort Dela-
ware, where Confederate prisoners of 
war were interned, while those inter-
ested in more contemporary military 
history can visit the Dover Air Force 
Base’s Air Mobility Command Museum. 

Delaware’s sports and gaming oppor-
tunities are nearly limitless. 

The Dover Downs Hotel and Casino 
combines luxury and entertainment for 
its guests. The Delaware Park Race 

Track also offers excitement for its 
customers with slots and horse racing. 

NASCAR fans will love the Dover 
International Speedway, the famous 
‘‘Monster Mile,’’ where official 
NASCAR races are held several times 
each year. 

Delaware may not boast any Major 
League sports teams but we are very 
proud of our Minor League baseball 
team, the Wilmington Blue Rocks. 

Our Blue Rocks fans are some of the 
most loyal in the country and a night 
out to watch them play promises fun 
for the entire family. For golf enthu-
siasts who do not want to lose their 
skills while on vacation, Delaware has 
excellent golf courses where strokes 
can be refined and perfected. 

Delaware’s outdoor attractions are 
also world class. Killen’s Pond, a State 
park since 1965, features a beautiful 66- 
acre millpond where visitors can enjoy 
boating and fishing. 

Delaware’s greatest strength in the 
outdoors realm, however, is our beau-
tiful beaches. These beaches stretch for 
miles and offer ample opportunity for 
fun on the shore and ocean. If you get 
enough of sand and surf, the boardwalk 
presents a wide variety of shops, res-
taurants, and entertainment to visi-
tors. Some of Delaware’s best, and tax- 
free, shopping can be found on the 
boardwalk. 

Our various fairs help celebrate who 
we are as Delawareans and also offer 
entertainment. 

The Delaware State Fair features 
concerts, with famous artists alongside 
rising local bands. It also provides a 
carnival atmosphere and numerous ag-
ricultural and livestock events. 

The Saint Anthony’s Italian Fes-
tival, which Vice President BIDEN and I 
enjoyed just over a week ago, is a fa-
vorite among Delaware residents. Its 
food and entertainment always draws 
large crowds, and it is actually one of 
the largest ethnic festivals on the east 
coast. 

Other ethnic festivals that Delaware 
celebrates include an African-Amer-
ican festival, an Indian festival, and a 
Greek festival, and many more. 

In other words, something for just 
about everyone. 

Those who enjoy theatrics can come 
to Delaware’s Shakespeare Festival, 
where talented actors show their ap-
preciation for Shakespeare by per-
forming various scenes from his many 
plays. 

The Rehoboth Beach Independent 
Film Festival offers movie lovers a 
chance to view excellent films that 
they wouldn’t get a chance to see in 
theaters. 

Delaware also boasts six wineries, in-
cluding the award winning Nassau Val-
ley, where visitors can enjoy excellent 
wine in a pleasant atmosphere. 

So you can see Delaware is truly a 
place where folks from all across the 
country can come for fun and excite-
ment in a ‘‘small but plentiful’’ tourist 
haven. 

And I know that Delaware is not 
alone. All 50 States, and all the terri-
tories, offer something special, and I 
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believe we should do everything we can 
to spread that message. 

That is why I am glad to be a cospon-
sor of the Tourism Promotion Act. Ob-
viously, I hope it will help remind peo-
ple across the world what Delaware can 
offer, but I believe it will help promote 
travel across the country. 

We have heard the statistics. Inter-
national travel is booming, 48 million 
more international trips last year than 
in 2000 but the United States is not 
sharing in that bounty. In fact, we lost 
travelers over that same time period. 

An estimate I saw says that if we had 
merely kept pace with the expansion of 
international travel, we would have 
seen 58 million more travelers since 
2000. That would mean nearly 250,000 
more jobs. 

In today’s economy, we could sure 
use that help. 

However, I cannot leave the floor 
without commenting on another great 
State for tourism; that is, the State of 
the Presiding Officer, the State of 
North Carolina. I spent this weekend in 
North Carolina. I encourage North 
Carolina to anyone who is looking for a 
wonderful place to go for a vacation. 

I yield the floor, and I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum and ask unanimous 
consent that the time be equally di-
vided. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. The clerk 
will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. DORGAN. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. DORGAN. Madam President, at 
5:30 we will be having a cloture vote, 
and the cloture vote deals with the un-
derlying legislation called the Travel 
Promotion Act. As I said earlier this 
afternoon, if the Congress cannot agree 
on something such as tourism, what is 
to become of the issues of health care, 
energy, climate change or so many 
other significant controversial issues 
that come before us? 

This underlying bill is very simple. It 
is bipartisan. Over 50 Members of the 
Senate have cosponsored this bill in 
the last Congress. It actually reduces 
the Federal budget deficit by close to a 
half billion dollars. As I indicated, it 
should bear no controversy at all. It is 
simply the development of a public-pri-
vate partnership that would begin to 
market our country, as most other 
countries are doing, in order to attract 
destination international tourism to 
our country. 

All the other countries are doing 
this. If you watched the golf tour-
nament today—the U.S. Open—in the 
middle of the golf tournament, they 
broke to a commercial. It was the 
country of Turkey saying: Come to 
Turkey. Come and visit the wonders of 
Turkey. 

Well, good for Turkey. They are out 
trying to promote international tour-

ism. But the same is true with France 
and Italy and Japan and India and 
Great Britain—so many other coun-
tries. 

Why are they doing that? They are 
doing it because it is unbelievably job 
creating to have international tourism 
come to your country. On average, an 
international tourist spends about 
$4,500 on hotels and cars and tourist at-
tractions and food. So it is unbeliev-
ably job creating and boosting to the 
economy of the host country. 

But even more important than that, 
our country needs to do this. From 2000 
to 2008, we now have 633,000 fewer visi-
tors per year from overseas than we 
had 8 years ago. 

Why is that the case? It is because 
some people believe we do not want 
them to visit our country. Quite the 
opposite is true. So we suggest, rather 
than to keep losing economic opportu-
nities from international tourism, let’s 
at least join the discussion and get in 
the game by promoting tourism to our 
country as a destination for inter-
national tourism. Let’s at least get in 
the game. 

So our bill creates this public-private 
partnership and establishes the capa-
bility to begin promoting our country. 
Why is that important? Well, obviously 
economic development and jobs. But 
even more important, at a time when 
there has been so much controversy 
about our country and actions abroad, 
and so on, to invite people to our coun-
try and have them come here and visit 
this country is to have them leave with 
a wonderful impression about the 
United States of America. There just is 
not any way to visit our country and 
leave with a bad attitude about what 
the United States is and what it 
means. 

This is a great place, the greatest de-
mocracy in all of history, with unbe-
lievable freedoms that many people in 
the world do not have. But it is a won-
derful country, full of natural re-
sources and wonderful people. To come 
here and visit is to leave and believe 
very positive things about our country. 
That, it seems to me, makes a lot of 
sense these days. 

Madam President, a colleague was on 
the floor just a bit ago saying, well, he 
could not vote for cloture at 5:30 be-
cause he was not allowed to offer his 
TARP amendment. Of course, TARP 
has nothing to do with the underlying 
bill. We said that he could offer the 
amendment. The rules of the Senate 
allow somebody to offer a TARP 
amendment. He says, however, that the 
majority—that is us—is saying: We are 
going to obstruct your right to amend 
the bill. 

This colleague must not have been 
around last Thursday and Friday when 
we were negotiating to try to get an 
agreement. Their side would offer the 
first five amendments. We said you can 
offer your first five amendments. All of 
them were so-called TARP amend-
ments—the troubled asset relief pro-
gram. Well, TARP amendments—hav-

ing nothing to do with tourism and 
travel, but that is fine. We said: OK, 
you can offer that. 

So how is it somebody comes to the 
floor of the Senate now and says they 
are being obstructed? We said: You can 
offer them. But then what they said 
was: Well, we want five TARP amend-
ments, and here are your three amend-
ments. One of your three amendments 
is one by Senator SANDERS that we will 
not allow you to offer. We object to 
that. 

What was the Sanders amendment? It 
was pretty simple. The Sanders amend-
ment would require that the Com-
modity Futures Trading Commission 
use existing authority to begin trying 
to tackle this question of what is hap-
pening in the runup of oil prices. The 
Commodity Futures Trading Commis-
sion has acted like a potted plant for a 
long time. Oil prices went to $147 a bar-
rel in mid-2008. Yet, the CFTC was ex-
plaining to us: Well, that is just supply 
and demand. 

That is total nonsense—total non-
sense. It had nothing to do with supply 
and demand. It had to do with specu-
lators breaking that oil futures mar-
ket. So the CFTC did nothing about it. 

Right now, the supply of oil is up; de-
mand is down; and the price is going 
up. Once again, there is something 
wrong. So the Senator from Vermont 
wanted to offer an amendment. So I in-
cluded it in the list of the amendments 
we would offer to the Republicans last 
Thursday and Friday, saying: OK, you 
want to offer five amendments that 
have nothing to do with the bill. That 
is fine. You can do that. Here are the 
three amendments we propose to start 
with. 

They said: No, no, no. You cannot 
offer the Sanders amendment. 

Wait a second. The minority is going 
to decide what the majority can offer? 
We have just said to the minority: You 
can offer your five TARP amendments 
that have nothing to do with this bill. 
That is fine. So now we have somebody 
coming to the floor this afternoon say-
ing he has to vote against cloture be-
cause the majority says: We are going 
to obstruct your right to amend? Noth-
ing could be further from the truth. 

In fact, the decision by the minority 
has put us in this position. So appar-
ently we will have people coming to 
the floor of the Senate with the belief 
that somebody obstructed their right 
to amend the bill. But the TARP 
amendments they proposed were agreed 
to by us, that we would allow them, 
they were fine to be offered. Everyone 
thought that was the case. We will 
have some people come to the floor ap-
parently deciding to vote against clo-
ture on this bill because they say 
somebody obstructed their right to 
amend. That is just totally without 
foundation. It is Byzantine to me that 
here we are in the Senate on a piece of 
legislation called the Travel Pro-
motion Act, which is designed to pro-
mote tourism, to create jobs and to 
promote this country’s interests. It is 
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widely bipartisan. It has been around 
now for 21⁄2 years or so, with no great 
controversy I know of. We have before 
us a bill for which we were required to 
file cloture and wait 2 days for a clo-
ture vote just on the motion to proceed 
to it. Once we got to the motion to pro-
ceed, we had a vote—and guess what. 
Ninety to three we said: Yes, let’s pro-
ceed to it. 

Then the minority said: And, oh, by 
the way, no, you can’t proceed yet be-
cause we are going to insist on the 30 
hours post-cloture. So you have to wait 
30 more hours. Total, complete, thor-
ough delay. 

So it does not sit well with me for 
anybody to come here to say that 
somebody is being obstructed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The time 
controlled by the majority has expired. 

Mr. DORGAN. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent that unless a 
member of the minority comes to 
claim time, that we be allowed to con-
tinue, I be allowed to continue. If a 
member of the minority does come to 
the Senate floor, I certainly would re-
linquish the time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. DORGAN. Madam President, it 
does not wash at all for somebody to 
suggest somehow they have to vote 
against cloture because they are denied 
their right. 

Over in that aisle, on Thursday, we 
had a discussion—Senator REID, Sen-
ator MCCONNELL, myself, Senator MAR-
TINEZ—and then back and forth in the 
cloakrooms. We offered amendments 
back and forth just to get started on 
the bill. It was not a final list of 
amendments. It was just a way to try 
to get started. For all five of the 
amendments proposed to be offered by 
the minority, we said: Fine, they have 
nothing to do with the bill, but that is 
fine. If you want to offer them, offer 
them. But don’t come to the floor on 
Monday saying the majority is ob-
structing your right to offer an amend-
ment, which we said you could offer. 
How do you explain that contradiction? 

Again, my point: If this Congress 
cannot even agree on tourism, how is it 
going to agree on anything. How are we 
going to make progress on health care? 
How are we going to make progress on 
comprehensive energy legislation or 
climate change or a range of difficult 
international situations? How are we 
going to reach some sort of under-
standing that we represent one interest 
in this country, and that ought to be 
the public interest in the United States 
of America? 

We all work for the same people. Not 
everything has to be partisan. There is 
so much rancid partisanship these 
days. I was with the majority leader 
when we stood there. I understood what 
he was saying. He was saying to the 
minority: Let’s get started. If you want 
amendments, fine, offer amendments. 
There was nothing but agreement by 
our majority leader to say to the Re-
publicans, offer some amendments. 

Give us some amendments you want to 
offer and then go ahead and offer them. 

Mr. SANDERS. Madam President, 
will the Senator yield? 

Mr. DORGAN. I am happy to yield. 
Mr. SANDERS. Madam President, 

first, I thank my friend from North Da-
kota for his efforts on the very impor-
tant issue of tourism but also for con-
sistently standing up for consumers 
who are sick and tired of paying artifi-
cially high prices at the gas pumps. I 
wish to take this moment, if I might, 
to explain what my amendment is. 

Mr. DORGAN. Madam President, 
rather than yield for a question, let me 
yield the floor so the Senator from 
Vermont can explain his amendment, 
and then reclaim the floor if there is 
not a Member of the minority present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1330 
Mr. SANDERS. Madam President, I 

thank my friend. 
Let me begin by saying this amend-

ment enjoys widespread support from a 
very diverse coalition of organizations 
throughout this country that share the 
common concern that the price of gas 
and oil is soaring and they do not un-
derstand why. What they do know is 
that it is hurting consumers, especially 
in rural areas in North Dakota and 
Vermont and throughout this country, 
and it is hurting business groups 
throughout this country. These groups, 
among others, include the Petroleum 
Marketers Association of America, 
Public Citizen, the Gasoline and Auto-
motive Service Dealers of America, the 
United Egg Producers, the Western 
Peanut Growers, Friends of the Earth, 
and the New England Fuel Institute. 
All of these organizations, for different 
reasons, are worried about the impact 
of rapidly rising oil prices on con-
sumers. 

All of us took economics 101, and 
what they told us in economics 101 is 
when supply is low and demand is high, 
prices go up. When supply is broad and 
demand is minimal, prices go down. 
Well, right now, unfortunately, it 
seems we can throw economics 101 
right out the window, because at this 
moment the supply of oil in the United 
States is as high today as it was 20 
years ago and demand for oil in this 
country is lower than it was a decade 
ago. So the question we are wrestling 
with now is: If supply is high and de-
mand is low, why are oil prices soar-
ing? 

Up until today, as a matter of fact, 
gasoline prices increased for 54 straight 
days—the longest streak on record dat-
ing back to 1996. Today the national 
average for a gallon of gasoline is $2.69 
a gallon—up more than $1 since late 
last year. 

There is mounting evidence that the 
runup in oil and gas prices has little to 
do with the fundamentals of supply and 
demand and has everything to do with 
excessive speculation by some of the 
same Wall Street firms that received 
the largest taxpayer bailout in the his-

tory of the world. They are back again, 
not having caused enough damage by 
driving our country and much of the 
world into a deep recession. Now they 
are back into their speculation and 
driving up oil prices which are having 
an enormously negative impact on con-
sumers all over our country. 

Clearly, as a Congress, as a Senate, 
we have a responsibility to do every-
thing we can to prevent the manipula-
tion of oil and gas prices so that they 
reflect the basic economics supply and 
demand curve, not excessive specula-
tion. This would not only help Ameri-
cans struggling to fill up their gas 
tanks this summer, but it would have a 
positive impact, by the way, in expand-
ing the number of international trav-
elers visiting the United States, the 
fundamental purpose of the Travel Pro-
motion Act that our amendment is a 
part of—would like to be a part of. 

The amendment I am offering or wish 
to offer would simply require the Com-
modity Futures Trading Commission 
to use its emergency authority to pre-
vent the manipulation of oil prices. 
What is so horrible about that? What 
has caused our Republican friends to 
jump up in fear and say this amend-
ment can’t be offered? 

Let me mention to my Republican 
friends that last July the House of Rep-
resentatives passed an identical bill by 
a vote of 402 to 19—the same bill. An 
overwhelming majority of Republicans 
in the House voted for that bill, but for 
some reason our Republican colleagues 
here do not want to give us the oppor-
tunity to vote for it today. 

I thank Majority Leader REID and 
Senator DORGAN for trying to work out 
a compromise with the Republicans 
that would have enabled a vote on this 
amendment. Under this agreement, as 
Senator DORGAN has said, the Repub-
licans would have been able to receive 
a vote on their top five nongermane 
amendments. They had five and we had 
one major nongermane amendment. It 
is very hard for me to understand—and 
maybe my friend from North Dakota 
has some thoughts on this one—I have 
a very hard time understanding what 
their fear is. What are they afraid of, if 
this amendment passes? Are they 
afraid we would be able to take action 
against the excessive speculation that 
is currently taking place on Wall 
Street? 

That is the only answer I can think 
of, and it is a pretty poor and unfortu-
nate answer. The American people are 
hurting. We are in a recession. People 
have lost their jobs. People have seen a 
decline in their income. The American 
people are sick and tired of paying arti-
ficially high prices at the gas pump, 
and people in New England are worried 
about what happens next winter when 
they have to heat their homes with oil. 

I wish to mention in conclusion, in-
terestingly enough, just yesterday— 
just yesterday—the Guardian, a British 
newspaper, reported: 

Staff at Goldman Sachs can look forward 
to the biggest bonus payouts in the firm’s 
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140-year history after a spectacular first half 
of the year. 

I don’t mean to pick on Goldman 
Sachs. There are a number of other fi-
nancial outfits that may be engaged in 
excessive oil speculation as well, but 
Goldman Sachs is the leading trader of 
oil and gas derivatives. So here we are, 
Goldman Sachs, among others, now 
paying out huge bonuses after having 
been bailed out by the taxpayers of this 
country and they are back at their 
same old tricks of engaging in exces-
sive speculation, which is what my 
amendment begins to address. 

I am amazed our Republican friends 
would refuse to allow an amendment to 
come to the floor of the Senate that 
was passed overwhelmingly in the 
House with very strong Republican 
support in that body. 

With that, I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from North Dakota. 
Mr. DORGAN. Madam President, as I 

have indicated previously, the under-
lying bill on which we are going to 
have a cloture vote is bipartisan. There 
were over 50 cosponsors here in the 
Senate in the last Congress. Repub-
licans and Democrats alike have sup-
ported it. We are apparently going to 
have a cloture vote that some—judging 
by what one of my colleagues said ear-
lier—will feel they have to vote 
against. They will vote to stop this bill 
because they feel their right to amend 
was obstructed, despite the fact that 
their right to amend was explicitly 
agreed to. Working on bad information 
is not a great way to vote, in my judg-
ment. 

Let me make an important point. I 
indicated earlier this is one of the few 
pieces of legislation that will be 
brought to the floor of the Senate that 
actually reduces the Federal budget 
deficit by $425 million. That is pretty 
unbelievable, but there are two other 
big issues. One is at a time when we are 
seeing hundreds of thousands of Ameri-
cans a month losing their jobs, losing 
their homes, losing hope because we 
are in a deep recession, at a time when 
we have all of this unemployment, we 
should be voting to move forward with 
a piece of legislation that tries to boost 
employment by increasing travel to 
our country by overseas visitors. These 
visitors are going to spend a substan-
tial amount of money—$4,500 per tour-
ist. And we know we now have 633,000 
fewer international tourists coming to 
America than we did 8 years ago. Why 
is that the case? The decline in tourism 
began after the terrible, tragic attack 
on this country on September 11, 2001. 
Following that, we obviously decided 
we wanted to try to keep terrorists out 
of this country. But we also made it 
harder for regular tourists. It was 
harder to get a visa. There were longer 
lines. Then the Iraq war began and a 
lot of people were upset with our coun-
try for unilateral actions in Iraq, and 
so on. We have gone through nearly a 
decade now in which people are trav-
eling around the world more and more 

often, but they are going to Spain, 
France, Great Britain, Turkey, India, 
and Japan—all of which are advertising 
aggressively internationally to say, 
come to our country, be a part of our 
experience. See the beauty of India or 
Japan or Australia. But our country is 
not involved in that competition, and 
we should be, because there is no better 
place on this Earth. I know I am not 
objective about that, but to come here 
is to love this country and to under-
stand the great character and culture 
that exists here. 

This piece of legislation will create 
jobs and opportunity in this country, 
but even more important, it will create 
goodwill all across this world from peo-
ple who visit here and go home and 
have a better understanding of what 
America is about. At a time when we 
are in a deep recession, do we want to 
create jobs? I hope so. At a time when 
we care about what the world thinks 
about us, do we want to improve our 
standing in the world? I hope so. 

We will have a cloture vote in 3 or 4 
minutes. I am told now, some who have 
cosponsored the bill, even, will prob-
ably come down and vote against clo-
ture because they will claim they don’t 
have the right to offer amendments. 
Well, they surely do. We agreed they 
could offer their first five amendments 
last Thursday. It is just that they said 
we can’t offer our amendments because 
they object, for example, to the Sand-
ers amendment. 

We said: You can offer five; we will 
offer three. 

They said: That is fine, except we 
won’t allow you to offer the Sanders 
amendment. We won’t agree to that. 

Again, my question: If the Senate has 
come to the point where it can’t agree 
on tourism, what hope is there for big, 
controversial, and important issues 
that we will confront later this year? 

My hope is that perhaps some will 
understand the goodwill with which 
the majority leader and I and others of-
fered the minority the right to offer 
the amendments they chose to offer. It 
was the minority that decided they 
didn’t want to agree. It would be dif-
ficult for me to see some of those who 
were given the ability to offer the 
amendments come to the floor and vote 
against a bill they support because 
they say they weren’t given an oppor-
tunity to offer amendments. It is pret-
ty hard to square that circle, and my 
hope is they will understand that be-
fore they vote. It will be very nice if 
perhaps on this one vote, it wouldn’t be 
considered a leadership or a partisan 
vote and it wouldn’t be based on misin-
formation, but instead we decided that 
this is about tourism, it is about pro-
moting jobs and economic opportunity 
in our country, and it is about boosting 
the reputation of this country around 
the world by having people visit the 
United States and understanding the 
full breadth of what the American ex-
perience is about. 

I yield the floor, and I make a point 
of order that a quorum is not present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. DORGAN. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

CLOTURE MOTION 

Under the previous order and pursu-
ant to rule XXII, the clerk will report 
the motion to invoke cloture. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 

CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, hereby move 
to bring to a close the debate on the Dorgan 
amendment, No. 1347, to S. 1023, the Travel 
Promotion Act of 2009. 

Harry Reid, Byron L. Dorgan, Barbara 
Boxer, Ron Wyden, Mark Begich, Evan 
Bayh, Charles Schumer, Max Baucus, 
Jon Tester, Patty Murray, Jack Reed, 
Amy Klobuchar, Patrick Leahy, Bar-
bara Mikulski, Robert Menendez, Jeff 
Bingaman, Joseph Lieberman. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unan-
imous consent, the mandatory quorum 
call be waived. 

The question is: Is it the sense of the 
Senate that debate on amendment No. 
1347 offered by the Senator from North 
Dakota, Mr. DORGAN, to S. 1023, the 
Travel Promotion Act of 2009, shall be 
brought to a close? 

The yeas and nays are mandatory 
under the rule, and the clerk will call 
the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk called 
the roll. 

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 
Senator from Alaska (Mr. BEGICH), the 
Senator from West Virginia (Mr. 
BYRD), the Senator from Massachusetts 
(Mr. KENNEDY), the Senator from Penn-
sylvania (Mr. SPECTER), the Senator 
from Montana (Mr. TESTER), the Sen-
ator from Colorado (Mr. UDALL), and 
the Senator from Oregon (Mr. WYDEN) 
are necessarily absent. 

Mr. KYL. The following Senators are 
necessarily absent: the Senator from 
Texas (Mrs. HUTCHISON), the Senator 
from Alaska (Ms. MURKOWSKI), the Sen-
ator from Kansas (Mr. ROBERTS), the 
Senator from Louisiana (Mr. VITTER), 
and the Senator from Ohio (Mr. 
VOINOVICH). 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there 
any other Senators in the Chamber de-
siring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 53, 
nays 34, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 211 Leg.] 

YEAS—53 

Akaka 
Baucus 
Bayh 
Bennet 
Bingaman 
Boxer 
Brown 
Burris 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 

Conrad 
Dodd 
Dorgan 
Durbin 
Ensign 
Feingold 
Feinstein 
Gillibrand 
Hagan 
Harkin 
Inouye 
Johnson 

Kaufman 
Kerry 
Klobuchar 
Kohl 
Landrieu 
Lautenberg 
Leahy 
Levin 
Lieberman 
Lincoln 
Martinez 
McCaskill 
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Menendez 
Merkley 
Mikulski 
Murray 
Nelson (NE) 
Nelson (FL) 

Pryor 
Reed 
Rockefeller 
Sanders 
Schumer 
Shaheen 

Stabenow 
Udall (NM) 
Warner 
Webb 
Whitehouse 

NAYS—34 

Alexander 
Barrasso 
Bennett 
Bond 
Brownback 
Bunning 
Burr 
Chambliss 
Coburn 
Cochran 
Collins 
Corker 

Cornyn 
Crapo 
DeMint 
Enzi 
Graham 
Grassley 
Gregg 
Hatch 
Inhofe 
Isakson 
Johanns 
Kyl 

Lugar 
McCain 
McConnell 
Reid 
Risch 
Sessions 
Shelby 
Snowe 
Thune 
Wicker 

NOT VOTING—12 

Begich 
Byrd 
Hutchison 
Kennedy 

Murkowski 
Roberts 
Specter 
Tester 

Udall (CO) 
Vitter 
Voinovich 
Wyden 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this 
vote the yeas are 53, the nays are 34. 
Three-fifths of the Senators duly cho-
sen and sworn not having voted in the 
affirmative, the motion is rejected. 

The majority leader is recognized. 
Mr. REID. I enter a motion to recon-

sider the vote by which cloture was not 
invoked on the Dorgan amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The mo-
tion is entered. 

Mr. REID. I ask unanimous consent 
the cloture motion on the bill be with-
drawn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. REID. Madam President, I sug-
gest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. REID. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

NOMINATION OF HAROLD HONGJU 
KOH TO BE LEGAL ADVISER OF 
THE DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

Mr. REID. I ask unanimous consent 
the Senate proceed to executive session 
to consider Calendar No. 140. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
the nomination of Harold Hongju Koh, 
of Connecticut, to be legal adviser of 
the Department of State 

CLOTURE MOTION 

Mr. REID. Madam President, I send a 
cloture motion to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-
ture motion having been presented 
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the 
clerk to read the motion. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 

CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, hereby move 

to bring to a close debate on the nomination 
of Harold Hongju Koh, of Connecticut, to be 
legal adviser of the Department of State. 

Harry Reid, Mark L. Pryor, Sheldon 
Whitehouse, Daniel K. Inouye, Russell 
D. Feingold, Christopher J. Dodd, Ro-
land W. Burris, Richard Durbin, Patty 
Murray, Jon Tester, Mark Udall, Amy 
Klobuchar, Jack Reed, Max Baucus, 
Jeff Merkley, Blanche L. Lincoln, 
Maria Cantwell, Byron L. Dorgan. 

Mr. REID. Madam President, I ask 
the mandatory quorum call be waived. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

Mr. REID. Madam President, I ask 
the Senate resume legislative session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

MORNING BUSINESS 

Mr. REID. I ask now we proceed to a 
period for morning business with Sen-
ators permitted to speak for up to 10 
minutes each. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

TRAVEL PROMOTION ACT 

Mr. REID. Madam President, let me 
say a brief word on the cloture that 
was not invoked on the travel bill. I 
hope everyone understands what ob-
structionism is. This is obstructionism 
at its best. It goes along with what the 
Republicans said they wanted to do and 
that is stop everything, as indicated in 
the Roll Call newspaper last week. 

This is a bill that saves the govern-
ment money, almost a half billion dol-
lars over 10 years. It would create, in 
the first year after passage of the bill, 
40,000 jobs. 

Republicans killed this over the most 
fictitious reasoning. They said they 
were not allowed to offer amendments. 
That is absolutely false. In fact, we had 
an agreement that they could offer 
amendments. There were no restric-
tions on what they could offer. They 
wanted to offer amendments regarding 
TARP. They wanted to offer five of 
those. Fine, I said, go ahead. We had 
one amendment we want to offer. They 
said: No, we just want to offer ours, 
you can’t offer yours. 

Every State would benefit from this 
legislation because tourism is so im-
portant and popular in every State, but 
the Republicans killed this. Is there 
any wonder they have lost, during the 
last two election cycles, by election, 15 
Republican Senators? Is it any wonder? 
They are so enthralled with the status 
quo they want no improvements of 
anything, including they don’t want to 
save the government a half billion dol-
lars, they don’t want to improve tour-
ism because this may be another vic-
tory for President Obama. 

I am certainly aware of the work 
done by the committee. The Commerce 
Committee works so hard. Senator 

ROCKEFELLER was ill. He badly injured 
himself. Senator DORGAN stepped for-
ward to get it out of that committee so 
we could do this. It is good for every 
State. Tourism is good for New Hamp-
shire, it is good for Nevada, it is good 
for North Dakota, it is good for Wyo-
ming, and it is good for Idaho. The Re-
publicans killed our ability to save half 
a billion dollars. They killed our abil-
ity to create 40,000 new jobs. Tourism 
is a trillion-dollar industry in this 
country. The Republicans killed this 
legislation. 

Mr. DORGAN. Madam President, if 
the Senator will yield for a question. 

Mr. REID. I would be happy to. 
Mr. DORGAN. Last Thursday, the 

majority leader and I stood in that 
aisle. The question was going to be, 
under what conditions would this Trav-
el Promotion Act come to the floor of 
the Senate? We said: You know what, 
tell us what amendments you need. 
Tell us which amendment you wish to 
offer and we will give you some. So it 
ended up five amendments on their 
side, three on ours, as a start. It was 
not going to be a limit, but we were 
going to start with five and three. 
They showed us their five. None had 
anything to do with this bill. We said: 
Fine, you can offer those five, no prob-
lem. They were all about TARP, trou-
bled assets and so on. We said fine. 
Then we showed them the three to be 
offered on this side, and they looked at 
three of them and said this one we will 
not allow to be offered. All of a sudden, 
the minority was deciding they could 
offer all of theirs, but they will not 
allow the majority to offer one amend-
ment that deals with the issue of the 
price of gasoline. 

The result was we now had a vote 
against cloture on an issue dealing 
with travel promotion on a piece of leg-
islation that raises $500 million and re-
duces the deficit $500 million in 10 
years. It is pretty unbelievable to me. 
I asked the question earlier today, if 
we can’t agree on a piece of legislation 
that in the last Congress was supported 
by over 50 Senators, Republicans and 
Democrats, dealing with promotion of 
tourism and creating jobs and pro-
moting this country’s economic inter-
ests by asking international tourists to 
come to this country, you are welcome 
to come and see America and under-
stand what America is about—if we 
cannot agree on that, how on Earth 
will we agree to get amendments on en-
ergy, health care, climate change, and 
so on? It is so disappointing. 

Mr. REID. Madam President, if I 
could respond to my friend, we had, 
this year, 11 Republican sponsors of 
this bill. Nine of them voted against 
cloture, nine of the eleven. That, to 
me, is hard to calculate as being within 
the realm of sensibility. What in the 
world did they accomplish, other than 
maybe they are following the Senate 
GOP, still saying no? 

But should they say no to things— 
maybe they should have a better ra-
tionale, saying we can’t do this, it is a 
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government program; we can’t do this, 
it costs money; we can’t do this, we 
don’t have time to do it. 

None of those apply. It does not cost 
government money. We have time to do 
it. It is not a government program. 

Mr. DORGAN. Madam President, let 
me make one additional point. Unfor-
tunately, too much of politics these 
days is there is my team and your 
team. On this kind of legislation I 
would have thought this was about our 
team, all of us working together on a 
bill that Republicans and Democrats 
had cosponsored, on a bill that is actu-
ally going to reduce the Federal budget 
deficit by a half billion dollars and on 
a bill that, at a time when we are in 
deep recession, promotes tourists to 
come to this country, who would, on 
average, spend $4,500 in this country to 
create new jobs. 

We have a substantial number, hun-
dreds of thousands—633,000 fewer visi-
tors to the United States from overseas 
than we had in the year 2000. Think of 
that, 633,000 fewer people visited this 
country from overseas than did in the 
year 2000. Every other country is expe-
riencing a very substantial increase: 
France, England, Italy, Yugoslavia— 
not Yugoslavia, again, I made the mis-
take—it is Turkey and Japan and 
India, so many other countries— 
Kosovo; they are all advertising, all 
pushing for international tourism, to 
come to their country because they 
know it creates jobs and, more impor-
tantly, they understand when you go 
there you leave those countries with a 
good impression. 

If ever there were a time when we 
need people to come to this country 
and leave with an understanding of cul-
ture and character of this country and 
at the same time create jobs in this 
country by buying gas, renting hotel 
rooms, buying airplanes seats, going to 
the tourist attractions, and under-
standing about America, it is now. 

My hope is, in the next day or so, we 
might be able to find a way to bring 
those who voted against cloture to un-
derstand we have said, you know what, 
if you want to offer amendments, offer 
amendments. There is no obstruction 
anyplace. 

One of our colleagues came to the 
floor and said: I am voting against clo-
ture because I was obstructed from of-
fering my amendment, and that was a 
colleague who had an amendment on a 
list we said explicitly yes to. How does 
one reconcile statements that are not 
accurate? My hope is maybe we can 
find agreement in the next day or two. 

Mr. REID. Madam President, the 
problem we have is one of time now. 
They have stalled and killed so much 
time on this bipartisan good piece of 
legislation. I think they should hear 
from their constituents. We should go 
ahead and invoke cloture. If there are 
germane amendments, we can do them. 
But I do not think we will go through 
the kabuki of having TARP amend-
ments and all this. 

We have tried in good faith to get 
this piece of legislation finished. If 

they want to finish this legislation, 
they should march up here and invoke 
cloture, which needs to be done. They 
can still offer germane amendments. 

They may not like this bill. They 
may want to offer other amendments 
as they relate to this legislation. Un-
less I can be convinced otherwise—and 
I certainly can be, if I can be proven to 
be wrong; I am happy to be as reason-
able as I can be—I think this is such a 
revolting development in a body that 
has pledged to do good things for the 
country. We have done a lot of good 
things this year. We have done it with 
little help from the Republicans. We 
have gotten some but not much. So 
they are stalling to prevent President 
Obama from accomplishing anything, 
even on a bill to save this country 
money. 

Ms. KLOBUCHAR. If the majority 
leader would yield for a question, one 
of the things I found out with our hear-
ing that you so kindly testified at 
about tourism—and I am chairing that 
subcommittee—now is, one, this was 
bipartisan, as you pointed out. There 
were Republicans there. They pledged 
their support for this bill. 

But the second thing is when we talk 
about tourism, it is not we are not only 
talking about the CEOs of airline com-
panies. The jobs, as you know, we are 
talking about in Nevada, are jobs such 
as maids or the people who work at the 
flower shops or the people who work in 
the frontline in the restaurants or the 
people, the bellboys. Those are real 
jobs. 

One out of eight people employed in 
this country is employed in the tour-
ism industry. What I heard in Nevada 
was something like 400 conventions had 
been canceled out of Las Vegas. We are 
just starting to see some improvements 
in our State. We call Duluth the Las 
Vegas of Minnesota. But we are start-
ing to see improvements with business 
travel picking up, with some hope for 
consumers. 

This bill would bring in those key 
people to spend $4,500 every time they 
come into this country, and that is the 
international travelers. So if the ma-
jority leader would comment on what 
this means to real people, the bill the 
Republicans have now stopped, as we 
are trying every day to get more jobs 
in this country. 

Mr. REID. Madam President, my fa-
ther-in-law, may he rest in peace, emi-
grated from Russia and wound up in 
Duluth, MN. At that time, it was a 
booming town, very tough town. I have 
never been to Duluth. I have been to 
Minneapolis a few times, but I never 
had the opportunity to see the Land of 
a Thousand Lakes—I think that is 
what they call it. 

Ms. KLOBUCHAR. Ten thousand. 
Mr. REID. Ten thousand. Well, in Ne-

vada we do not have many lakes, we do 
not have five lakes. But I would love to 
come and spend some time in Min-
nesota. It is a wonderful tourism des-
tination, in the winter as cold as it is 
there, and a lot of things to do there, 
and in the summer. 

As Senator DORGAN mentioned, we 
should be promoting our country so 
people like my father-in-law from Du-
luth or Minneapolis or wherever could 
go visit and have a good time being a 
tourist. 

It is the same in Nevada, New Hamp-
shire, Illinois. Every State in the 
Union is heavily dependent on tourism, 
and the Republicans do not seem to 
much care. 

This bill is probably finished for the 
year, and that means 40,000 less jobs. 
That means this country will go in the 
red more for not having the stimula-
tion the economy would get from this 
bill. 

I appreciate very much the sub-
committee and the committee getting 
this bill on the floor. We thought we 
were going to have this love fest here, 
because this bill helps every State in 
the Union, helps every State in the 
Union create jobs, as the Senator from 
Minnesota said so rightly, jobs not 
manufacturing things, which is impor-
tant; I wish we could do more to help 
that—not jobs that provide entertain-
ment in the sense of the word of going 
to watch a ball game or something 
such as that. That is tourism. My son 
and the pals he runs around with trav-
eled one summer all around the coun-
try watching ball games. That is tour-
ism. And as the Senator from Min-
nesota mentioned, the reason tourism 
jobs in Nevada are so important, we 
have one union that has 60,000 mem-
bers. Who are those members? They are 
maids, they are car valets, they are 
waiters, waitresses. 

I think it is a shame that we have, 
because of the Republicans looking for 
an excuse to make President Obama 
look bad—President Obama wants this 
done. This is part of his program, tour-
ism. 

I appreciate the comments of my 
friend from Minnesota. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mrs. 

SHAHEEN.) The clerk will call the roll. 
The assistant legislative clerk pro-

ceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. NELSON of Nebraska. Madam 

President, I ask unanimous consent 
that the order for the quorum call be 
rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered 

f 

AMERICAN AUTO INDUSTRY 
OWNERSHIP 

Mr. NELSON of Nebraska. Madam 
President, I rise to discuss a ‘‘Sense of 
the Senate’’ resolution I have sub-
mitted with several colleagues to ad-
dress the government’s recent move to 
take significant ownership stakes in 
two icons of American business: Chrys-
ler and General Motors. Joining me as 
cosponsors are Senators COLLINS, 
LANDRIEU, LIEBERMAN, KLOBUCHAR and 
MCCASKILL. 

This resolution puts the Senate on 
record and makes absolutely clear: the 
Federal Government is a ‘‘temporary 
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shareholder’’ in GM and Chrysler, and 
it should divest its shareholder posi-
tion as expeditiously as possible. 

No one ever wanted the government 
to be in the car business, but the alter-
native was worse and the turmoil in 
the auto industry extends far beyond 
Detroit as most Americans know. 

Dealerships across my State of Ne-
braska are feeling the impacts of deci-
sions made by automakers following 
their bankruptcies. Chrysler has de-
cided to terminate franchise agree-
ments with 9 dealerships in Nebraska 
and GM intends to terminate franchise 
agreements with 21 dealerships in Ne-
braska. 

These decisions are affecting dealer-
ships and their employees in commu-
nities such as Arapahoe, Hastings, 
David City, Omaha, Auburn, Milford, 
Lincoln, Scottsbluff, and West Point 
have already been impacted by the 
auto bankruptcies. Auto parts manu-
facturing plants in communities like 
Kearney, Cozad, Grand Island, and 
Seward are also feeling the results of 
the downturn in the auto industry. 

According to the Nebraska New Car 
and Truck Dealers Association, more 
than 13,600 Nebraskans work in jobs 
tied to the auto industry in my State 
and account for $267 million in wages 
for Nebraska individuals and families. 

However, now that an investment has 
been made, we owe it to the American 
taxpayers to be clear about what will 
happen with their money. 

The resolution states that the Fed-
eral Government is a temporary stake-
holder in the American automotive in-
dustry and should take all possible 
steps to protect America on taxpayer 
dollars and divest its ownership inter-
ests in such companies as expeditiously 
as possible. 

The government should not be in-
volved in day-to-day operations, and as 
soon as the auto companies have re-
gained their financial footing the gov-
ernment must divest. Its involvement 
should not be open-ended. 

Further, this resolution calls on the 
Government Accountability Office and 
the inspector general for the Troubled 
Assets Relief Program, or TARP, to 
continue providing oversight. In addi-
tion, the GAO and inspector general 
will report to Congress on automotive 
companies receiving financial assist-
ance, so that the Federal Government 
may complete divestiture without 
delay. 

This is not a partisan issue. Our deep 
economic crisis has already cost mil-
lions of Americans their jobs, and to 
add a collapse of the auto industry 
could add a devastating blow it would 
take years from which to recover. 

We have had Presidents of both polit-
ical parties recognize the need to ad-
dress the current downfall of the auto 
industry and recognized the need to re-
move government involvement as 
quickly as possible. 

On December 19, 2008, President Bush 
stated: ‘‘The actions I’m announcing 
today represent a step that we wish 

were not necessary. But given the situ-
ation, it is the most effective and re-
sponsible way to address this challenge 
facing our nation. By giving the auto 
companies a chance to restructure, we 
will shield the American people from a 
harsh economic blow at a vulnerable 
time and we will give American work-
ers an opportunity to show the world, 
once again, they can meet challenges 
with ingenuity and determination and 
bounce back from tough times and 
emerge stronger than before.’’ 

On March 30 this year, President 
Obama stated: ‘‘We cannot, and must 
not, and we will not let our auto indus-
try simply vanish. This industry is like 
no other—it’s an emblem of the Amer-
ican spirit; a once and future symbol of 
America’s success. It’s what helped 
build the middle class and sustained it 
throughout the 20th century. It’s a 
source of deep pride for the generations 
of American workers whose hard work 
and imagination led to some of the fin-
est cars the world has ever known. It’s 
a pillar of our economy that has held 
up the dreams of millions of our people. 
. . . These companies—and this indus-
try—must ultimately stand on their 
own, not as wards of the state.’’ 

So, to conclude, the government’s 
move is aimed at providing stability 
for the automotive industry and for 
American workers across our great Na-
tion in these uncertain economic 
times. 

Our sense-of-the-Senate resolution 
affirms what the President has made 
clear: taxpayers should be protected 
and the government should get out of 
the auto business as soon as possible. 
Through this resolution, the Senate 
leaves no question about the govern-
ment’s future role in the U.S. auto in-
dustry. 

f 

MULTIPLE SCLEROSIS SOCIETY’S 
HOPE AWARD WINNER 

Mr. REID. Madam President, I extend 
my warmest congratulations to John 
Ascuaga for this honor, as well as to 
his wife Rose and his entire family. I 
also commend the National Multiple 
Sclerosis Society for recognizing his 
contributions not only in the business 
world, but also for his generous philan-
thropic efforts. 

John Ascuaga’s Nugget for decades 
has been a first-class operation and a 
favorite destination of Nevadans and 
Americans from across the country. 
More than that, though, it has kept 
Sparks alive. 

I have worked with John for many 
years. A first-generation American and 
a veteran, he has lived the American 
dream. And John would be the first to 
tell you he has done so with the sup-
port of his entire family, including his 
daughter, Michonne, whose leadership 
continues to keep the Nugget flour-
ishing. Congratulations, John. 

90TH ANNIVERSARY OF RENO 
RODEO 

Mr. REID. Madam President, I rise to 
extend my warmest congratulations to 
Gordon Cowan, John Solari, and the 
Reno Rodeo on this historic milestone. 

The Reno Rodeo is celebrated 
throughout Nevada for its first-class 
entertainment and dedication to phi-
lanthropy, which continues this week 
for the 90th consecutive year. 

The Nation’s third largest regular- 
season rodeo, Nevadans look forward 
every year to its cowboys’ skill and 
showmanship and its preservation of 
the great traditions of the West. 

Particularly this year, the non profit 
Reno Rodeo’s contributions to Ne-
vada’s economy are significant—it 
draws 120,000 fans and generates mil-
lions for the hotels, casinos, res-
taurants, and stores in northern Ne-
vada. 

But the Reno Rodeo is not only im-
portant to our economy—it is a central 
part of our community as well. Incred-
ibly, the rodeo is run by only two full- 
time staff members and countless vol-
unteers. Since 1986, it has donated 
more than $5 million to various causes, 
including charities, community part-
nership grants, and educational schol-
arships to schools including the Uni-
versity of Nevada, Reno. It has also 
given generously to literacy, high 
school rodeo and therapeutic eques-
trian programs. 

Nevada is particularly proud of the 
Exceptional Kids Rodeo, which for 
more than a quarter-century has given 
children with special needs the oppor-
tunity to interact with the rodeo cow-
boys, animals and the exciting rodeo 
experience. 

The ‘‘Wildest, Richest Rodeo in the 
West’’ is one of Nevada’s oldest and 
proudest cultural institutions, and we 
wish it many more decades of success. 

f 

APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEE 
SUBCOMMITTEE MEMBERSHIPS 

Mr. INOUYE. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent to have the at-
tached subcommittee memberships for 
the 111th Congress printed in the CON-
GRESSIONAL RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

SUBCOMMITTEES 
Senator Inouye, as chairman of the Com-

mittee, and Senator Cochran, as ranking mi-
nority member of the Committee, are ex offi-
cio members of all subcommittees of which 
they are not regular members. 
AGRICULTURE, RURAL DEVELOPMENT, FOOD AND 
DRUG ADMINISTRATION, AND RELATED AGENCIES 

Senators Kohl, Harkin, Dorgan, Feinstein, 
Durbin, Johnson, Nelson, Reed, Pryor, Spec-
ter, Brownback, Bennett, Cochran, Bond, 
McConnell, Collins. (10–6) 

COMMERCE, JUSTICE, SCIENCE, AND RELATED 
AGENCIES 

Senators Mikulski, Inouye, Leahy, Kohl, 
Dorgan, Feinstein, Reed, Lautenberg, Nel-
son, Pryor, Shelby, Gregg, McConnell, 
Hutchison, Alexander, Voinovich, Mur-
kowski. (10–7) 
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DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 

Senators Inouye, Byrd, Leahy, Harkin, 
Dorgan, Durbin, Feinstein, Mikulski, Kohl, 
Murray, Specter, Cochran, Bond, McConnell, 
Shelby, Gregg, Hutchison, Bennett, 
Brownback. (11–8) 

ENERGY AND WATER DEVELOPMENT 
Senators Dorgan, Byrd, Murray, Feinstein, 

Johnson, Landrieu, Reed, Lautenberg, Har-
kin, Tester, Bennett, Cochran, McConnell, 
Bond, Hutchison, Shelby, Alexander, 
Voinovich. (10–8). 

FINANCIAL SERVICES AND GENERAL 
GOVERNMENT 

Senators Durbin, Landrieu, Lautenberg, 
Nelson, Tester, Collins, Bond, Alexander. (5– 
3) 

DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY 
Senators Byrd, Inouye, Leahy, Mikulski, 

Murray, Landrieu, Lautenberg, Tester, Spec-
ter, Voinovich, Cochran, Gregg, Shelby, 
Brownback, Murkowski. (9–6) 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, ENVIRONMENT, 

AND RELATED AGENCIES 
Senators Feinstein, Byrd, Leahy, Dorgan, 

Mikulski, Kohl, Johnson, Reed, Nelson, Test-
er, Alexander, Cochran, Bennett, Gregg, 
Murkowski, Collins. (10–6) 
DEPARTMENTS OF LABOR, HEALTH AND HUMAN 

SERVICES, AND EDUCATION, AND RELATED 
AGENCIES 
Senators Harkin, Inouye, Kohl, Murray, 

Landrieu, Durbin, Reed, Pryor, Specter, 
Cochran, Gregg, Hutchison, Shelby, Alex-
ander. (9–5) 

LEGISLATIVE BRANCH 
Senators Nelson, Pryor, Tester, Mur-

kowski. (3–1) 
MILITARY CONSTRUCTION AND VETERANS 

AFFAIRS, AND RELATED AGENCIES 
Senators Johnson, Inouye, Landrieu, Byrd, 

Murray, Reed, Nelson, Pryor, Hutchison, 
Brownback, McConnell, Collins, Murkowski. 
(8–5) 

STATE, FOREIGN OPERATIONS, AND RELATED 
PROGRAMS 

Senators Leahy, Inouye, Harkin, Mikulski, 
Durbin, Johnson, Landrieu, Lautenberg, 
Specter, Gregg, McConnell, Bennett, Bond, 
Brownback, Voinovich. (9–6) 

TRANSPORTATION AND HOUSING AND URBAN 
DEVELOPMENT, AND RELATED AGENCIES 

Senators Murray, Byrd, Mikulski, Kohl, 
Durbin, Dorgan, Leahy, Harkin, Feinstein, 
Johnson, Lautenberg, Specter, Bond, Shelby, 
Bennett, Hutchison, Brownback, Alexander, 
Collins, Voinovich. (12–8) 

f 

REMEMBERING SERGEANT 
CHRISTOPHER SHERMAN ENEY 

Ms. MIKULSKI. Madam President, 
this August, 25 years ago, Capitol Po-
lice Sergeant Christopher Sherman 
Eney died in the line of duty. I rise to 
remember Sergeant Christopher Sher-
man Eney and the great sacrifices of 
our law enforcement officers. 

The men and women who make up 
the Capitol Police protect not only 
Members of Congress but all the people 
visiting Capitol Hill, from foreign dig-
nitaries to Girl Scout troops. Sergeant 
Eney was a loyal and dedicated mem-
ber of the U.S. Capitol Police. He 
served on the force for twelve years. 

On August 24, 1984, U.S. Capitol Po-
lice officers participated in SWAT 
training. That evening, the officers 
wanted to practice a particularly dif-

ficult exercise just one more time. Dur-
ing this final activity, Seg. Eney was 
accidentally shot and killed. 

Sergeant Eney’s life was cut trag-
ically short. He was 37 years old. He 
left behind his wife Vivian and their 
two daughters: Shannen and Heather. 
My thoughts and prayers are with Ser-
geant Eney’s family as we remember 
that tragic day. 

Shortly after Sergeant Eney’s pass-
ing, Vivian spoke of her husband and 
other fallen officers. She could not 
have spoken truer words when she said, 
‘‘It is not how these officers died that 
made them heroes, it is how they 
lived.’’ Her famous words are forever 
engraved on the National Law Enforce-
ment Officers Memorial. 

It is up to us to honor Vivian’s words. 
Twenty five years later, we remember 
Sergeant Eney as a man dedicated to 
risking his life for his Nation. He was a 
brave and courageous man. He lived 
every day protecting his country and 
the future of his children. 

I am so proud of every U.S. Capitol 
Police officer who puts their life on the 
line. I ask my colleagues to join me in 
thanking them for their service. 

f 

HONORING OUR ARMED FORCES 

STAFF SERGEANT EDMOND LO 
Mrs. SHAHEEN. Madam President, I 

wish to express my sympathy over the 
loss of U.S. Army SSG Edmond Lo, a 
23-year-old native of Salem, NH. Staff 
Sergeant Lo was killed while attempt-
ing to neutralize an improvised explo-
sive device in Samarra City, Iraq, early 
in the morning of June 13, 2009. 

Staff Sergeant Lo was born and 
raised in Salem. He attended Salem 
High School, where he became a leader 
of the Air Force Junior ROTC program 
before graduating in 2004. Lo was deter-
mined to join the Army after gradua-
tion, even turning down a host of col-
lege acceptance letters in order to en-
list. He became a member of the 
Army’s 797th Ordnance Company—sta-
tioned out of Fort Hood, TX—and was 
on his second tour of duty in Iraq. 

In high school, Edmond Lo earned 
the nickname ‘‘Mr. Dependable.’’ Those 
who knew him described him as kind, 
hardworking and strong-willed. Even 
after his first tour of duty, Staff Ser-
geant Lo kept a close connection to the 
community where he grew up, return-
ing to Salem High School to share pho-
tographs from his first trip to Iraq. 

New Hampshire is proud of Staff Ser-
geant Lo’s service to and sacrifice for 
our country. He, and the thousands of 
brave men and women of the U.S. 
Armed Forces serving today, deserve 
America’s highest honor and recogni-
tion. 

Staff Sergeant Lo is survived by his 
parents David and Rosa, as well as two 
brothers and three sisters. He will be 
missed dearly by all those who knew 
him. 

I ask my colleagues to join me and 
all Americans in honoring U.S. Army 
SSG Edmond Lo. 

NEW YORK UNIVERSITY’S 
COMMENCEMENT CEREMONY 

Mr. SCHUMER. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent to have printed 
in the RECORD the remarks given by 
Secretary of State Hillary Clinton at 
New York University’s commencement 
ceremony in New York City, on May 13, 
2009. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 
THE HONORABLE HILLARY RODHAM CLINTON, 

SECRETARY OF STATE 
Thank you. Thank you so much. Thank 

you. And does it get any better than this, a 
graduation ceremony for one of the great 
universities in the world in the home of New 
York Yankees? Nothing could be better. And 
thanks to all of you for cheering a visitor. I 
didn’t realize that was permitted in Yankee 
Stadium. 

I am honored to receive this degree. And 
on behalf of the other honorees, I say thank 
you. Thank you for giving us this singular 
privilege of being part of this commence-
ment ceremony. As I look out at this huge 
crowd of graduates, family, and friends, I can 
only reflect on what an extraordinary mo-
ment in history you are receiving your de-
grees, a moment in time of our country and 
the world where your talents and your en-
ergy, your passion and commitment is more 
needed than ever. There is no doubt that you 
are well prepared for a world that seems 
somewhat uncertain but which will welcome 
the education that you have received on be-
half of not only of yourselves and your fami-
lies, but your communities and your coun-
try. 

CHALLENGES FOR GRADUATES 
As Secretary of State, I am well aware of 

the challenges that we face. You, as new 
graduates, and your generation will be up 
against those challenges: climate change and 
hunger, extreme poverty and extreme 
ideologies, new diseases and nuclear pro-
liferation. But I am absolutely convinced 
that you and we are up to the task. There is 
no problem we face here in America or 
around the world that will not yield to 
human effort, to cooperation, to positive 
interdependence that makes clear humanity 
is going on, our challenges are ones that 
summon the best of us, and we will make the 
world better tomorrow than it is today. 

Now, I know that it is fashionable in com-
mencement speeches to be idealistic, and 
that may sound so, but at the root of my 
conviction is a strong sense of reality. Be-
cause you see, I don’t think we have a 
choice. We can sit on the sidelines, we can 
wring our hands, we can retreat into cyni-
cism, and we know what the results will be: 
We will cede the field to those whose 
ideologies are absolutely anathema to people 
of conscience and faith all over the world. So 
our positive interdependence, which is a fact, 
will prepare us to meet these challenges. But 
they can no longer be seen just as govern-
ment-to-government. There is a time and an 
opportunity, and with the new technologies 
available, for us to be citizen diplomats, cit-
izen activists, to solve problems one by one 
that will give in to hard work, patience, and 
persistence, and will then aggregate to the 
solutions we seek. Now, I know we cannot 
send a special envoy to negotiate with a pan-
demic, or call a summit with carbon dioxide, 
or sever relations with the global financial 
crisis. To confront these threats and to seize 
the opportunities that they also present, we 
need to build new partnerships from the bot-
tom up, and to use every tool at our disposal. 
That is the heart of smart power. But smart 
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power requires smart people, people who 
have gone the distance for their education, 
who have opened themselves up to this in-
creasingly complex and interconnected 
world, and this changing global landscape re-
quires us to expand our concept of diplo-
macy. 

Now, when I was graduating so many years 
ago, diplomacy was the domain of privileged 
men working behind closed doors. Today, our 
diplomats are not limited, and our diplo-
macy is no longer confined to the State De-
partment or our embassies. We are laying 
the foundation for 21st century statecraft. 
Where? In the classrooms of NYU, in the 
board rooms of the businesses of this great 
city, in the halls of academia, in the oper-
ating rooms of our great hospitals. We are 
looking for those personal commitments and 
connections, and that is where all of you 
come in. 

SERVICE AND DIPLOMACY BY YOUNG PEOPLE 
The biggest challenges we face today will 

be solved by the 60 percent of the world’s 
population under the age of 30. And already, 
young people, like all of you, are using their 
talents and ingenuity to help fashion their 
own brand of service and diplomacy. 

A few examples: In the nation of Colombia, 
two young college graduates, fed up with the 
violence in their country, used Facebook to 
organize 14 million people into the largest 
antiterrorism demonstrations in the history 
of the world. In a few short weeks, their 
peaceful efforts did as much damage to the 
terrorist networks as years of military ac-
tion. 

I know that one of your graduates spent 
months on the slopes of Mount Kilimanjaro 
searching for sustainable development mod-
els to bring to women and families and help 
them lift themselves out of poverty. Another 
of your classmates was studying in China 
last year when the devastating earthquake 
struck, and that has led to work ever since 
to deliver supplies and assistance to vil-
lagers in remote areas. International stu-
dents have gone on to fight for human rights 
in Rwanda, build civil society in the nation 
of Georgia, run businesses, and lead govern-
ments. And many of you, I know, used social 
networking platforms to make Barack 
Obama the President of the United States of 
America. 

President Obama and I deeply understand 
how important it is for the young people of 
our country, but the young people of every 
country, to be given the opportunity to 
translate your beliefs and ideals into service 
and action, just as John Kennedy did when 
he created the Peace Corps and as President 
Bill Clinton did when he created AmeriCorps. 
This is in the tradition of citizen service. 

So we need to figure out ways to prepare 
all of our institutions of government, includ-
ing and especially the State Department, to 
harness the efforts of those who do not enter 
the Foreign Service but still engage in your 
own type of foreign service. Our State De-
partment personnel are skilled, dedicated, 
passionate, and effective. And for those of 
you still looking for jobs, we are hiring a 
new generation of diplomats. 

I hope many of you will join our ranks in 
the Foreign Service and the Civil Service, 
but I know that not all will choose to be-
come professional diplomats, and I also know 
that the State Department alone cannot 
tackle these great problems. So my message 
to you today is this: Be the special envoys of 
your ideals; use the communication tools at 
your disposal to advance the interests of our 
nation and humanity everywhere; be citizen 
ambassadors using your personal and profes-
sional lives to forge global partnerships, 
build on a common commitment to solving 
our planet’s common problems. By creating 

your own networks, you can extend the 
power of governments to meet the needs of 
this and future generations. You can help lay 
the groundwork for the kind of global co-
operation that is essential if we wish, in our 
time, to end hunger and defeat disease, to 
combat climate change, and to give every 
child the chance to live up to his or her God- 
given potential. 

EDUCATIONAL EXCHANGES 
This starts with opportunities for edu-

cational exchanges, the kind of dorm room 
and classroom diplomacy that NYU is lead-
ing on. I want to commend my friend, your 
president, the trustees of this great univer-
sity, for understanding and believing in the 
importance of educational exchanges. 

You know, study abroad is like spring 
training for this century. It helps you de-
velop the fundamentals, the teamwork, and 
the determination to succeed. And we want 
more American students to have that oppor-
tunity. That’s why we are increasing funding 
for Gilman scholarships by more than 40 per-
cent. More than 400 New Yorkers have used 
Gilman scholarships to spend a semester 
abroad, including nine students from NYU 
last year. 

Now, of course, study abroad is a two-way 
street, and we should bring more qualified 
students from other countries to study here. 
NYU provides a prime example of what inter-
national students can bring to a campus and 
how they can benefit themselves and their 
countries. Over 700,000 international stu-
dents came to the United States last year, 
and NYU had the second largest number of 
any school in the country. 

Now, the benefits from such exchanges are 
so great that I am committed to streamline 
the visa process—particularly for science and 
technology students so that even more quali-
fied students will come to our campuses in 
the future. We’re also doing more to marry 
technology with global service. That’s why 
today I am pleased to announce that over 
the next year the State Department will be 
creating Virtual Student Foreign Service In-
ternships to harness the energy of a rising 
generation of citizen diplomats. Working 
from college and university campuses, Amer-
ican students will partner with our embas-
sies abroad to conduct digital diplomacy 
that reflects the realities of the networked 
world. And you can learn more about this 
initiative on the State Department’s 
website. 

But I know that you don’t have to wait for 
us to create a new program. When you go 
home today, go online and find the website 
called Kiva, K–i–v–a, where you can help 
someone like San Ma, a mother in Vietnam 
who is seeking a microcredit loan to buy rice 
seed and fertilizer for her family farm; or log 
on to Heifer International’s site, and for less 
than the cost of a dinner out, you can donate 
a flock of geese to a hungry family in Asia or 
Africa; or help Wangari Mathai’s Green Belt 
movement in planting trees and offsetting 
carbon emissions and empowering women in 
Africa. 

GLOBAL SERVICE 
Now, supporting these projects and others 

like them doesn’t require a lot of time or 
money. But for the people you help and the 
planet you protect, your participation can be 
not just a game changer, but a life changer. 
Global service also means promoting good 
governance. We need informed citizens, both 
here at home and around the world, to hold 
their governments accountable for getting 
results and finding solutions. 

And this is not only directed at the grad-
uates today, but there are a lot of proud 
mothers and fathers and husbands and wives 
and grandparents and children and others 
who have seen you to this day. And this is an 

offer and a challenge to all of us. In the 
times that we face, we know we don’t have a 
person to waste, we don’t have an idea to 
overlook. In fact, we have to be even more 
committed to reaching out and crossing the 
divides that too often separate us. For those 
who have come to this country to celebrate 
a child or a friend’s graduation, please take 
home this message: America more than ever 
wants your help; in fact, needs your help as 
we build these new partnerships and as we 
seek solutions to the global crises that can-
not be solved by any one people or one gov-
ernment alone. 

We need each other. We always have. It’s 
just so much more apparent today. A flu 
starting in one country spreads quickly 
around the world. An extremist ideology 
starting with a few people explodes across 
the internet. A global financial crisis affects 
farmers and small business people in every 
corner of the globe. That is a new reality. 
But equally important is that we also now 
have the tools to work together to forge this 
common approach to these common threats. 

So, Class of 2009, you have an historic op-
portunity. Every class is told that, and to 
some extent I suppose it is always true. But 
just in the course of this commencement 
ceremony, you’ve heard several references to 
the global economic crisis. The times that 
you are graduating in are, yes, perhaps more 
difficult and somewhat more daunting. But 
that’s when we really rise together. One of 
the best lines from one of my favorite base-
ball movies, A League of Their Own—said it 
well, ‘‘If it were easy, anybody could do it.’’ 

You know, when the Yankees moved in to 
their old stadium next door in 1923, there was 
only person on the roster from west of St. 
Louis. Their team mostly looked the same, 
talked the same, and came from the same 
kind of cities and towns and rural areas 
across America. Think about the team that 
plays in this new stadium. It includes play-
ers from Mexico, Japan, Taiwan, Panama, 
four other countries. The Dominican Repub-
lic alone is home to seven Yankees. In the 
same way, NYU has evolved as well. The uni-
versity was founded to serve the City of New 
York. Today it serves the world. 

THE BEST INSURANCE POLICY: AN NYU 
EDUCATION 

We know that there is much yet ahead that 
none of us can predict. There is no way to 
stop change. Change will come. What is un-
known is whether it will bring progress or 
not. But you have done what you needed to 
do to get the best insurance policy you 
could, and that is an NYU education. And so 
armed with that education, I have every con-
fidence that you will not only succeed by the 
dint of your own hard work and effort, but 
you will contribute far beyond your own per-
sonal needs. This is your moment. You’ve 
made it to the big leagues, and you are up to 
bat. Go out and give us a future worthy of 
this great university, of this great city, of 
this great country, and of the world we all 
wish to create together. 

Thank you, congratulations, and Godspeed. 

Thank you, Mr. President. I yield the 
floor. 

f 

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 

COMMENDING RONALD BOYD 

∑ Mr. JOHNSON. Madam President, 
today I wish to recognize the work and 
career of Ronald Boyd of Watertown, 
SD. Ron is retiring this month after 
serving the American Legion of South 
Dakota for the past decade. 
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Ron served in the U.S. Navy for 27 

years. In 1999, Ron and his wife Marsha 
moved to Watertown where Ron joined 
the American Legion Department 
Headquarters Staff as the Department 
Assistant Adjutant. He was appointed 
Acting Department Adjutant in July 
2000 and Department Adjutant at the 
Mid Winter Conference in February 
2001. 

During his tenure as Department Ad-
jutant, Ron provided important coun-
sel and advice to veterans, family 
members, VA officials, veterans’ serv-
ice officers, State legislators and con-
gressional members on a range of 
issues. In particular, under his leader-
ship, the American Legion in South 
Dakota has provided dozens of forums 
for veterans and their families in towns 
all across South Dakota to inform 
them of their benefits as veterans. I 
have always appreciated the time he 
has taken to visit with me in Wash-
ington, DC, and in South Dakota and 
update me on the events and issues im-
portant to the members of the Amer-
ican Legion. 

It is with great honor that I share his 
impressive accomplishments with my 
colleagues, and I thank him for his 
service to this Nation and its veterans. 
Ron’s consistent dedication to serving 
his country is admirable. His commit-
ment to both the Navy and the legion 
reflect Ron’s strong character and 
work ethic. Countless veterans have 
benefited from his loyalty and devo-
tion. I wish Ron, and his wife Marsha, 
all the best in retirement and thank 
him for his many years of service.∑ 

f 

125TH ANNIVERSARY OF 
BERESFORD, SOUTH DAKOTA 

∑ Mr. JOHNSON. Madam President, 
today I pay tribute to the 125th anni-
versary of the founding of the commu-
nity of Beresford, SD. This progressive 
community will have a chance to re-
flect on its past and future, and I con-
gratulate the people of Beresford for 
all they have accomplished. 

Founded as a railroad depot town in 
1883, Beresford was named after inves-
tor Lord Charles Beresford. The first 
building in Beresford was a saloon, 
soon followed by a general store called 
Sunnyside. The Beresford Study Club 
started a library in 1923 with donated 
books and fundraised for more. The li-
brary continues to serve as a valuable 
resource for the community. 

Beresford and its citizens are a credit 
to the State of South Dakota. I am 
proud to join with the community 
members of Beresford in celebrating 
the last 125 years, and looking forward 
to a promising future.∑ 

f 

125TH ANNIVERSARY OF BRITTON, 
SOUTH DAKOTA 

∑ Mr. JOHNSON. Madam President, 
today I rise in order to pay tribute to 
the 125th anniversary of the founding 
of the community of Britton, SD. 
Britton is a progressive and friendly 

community infused with hospitality, 
beauty and spirit. 

Founded when J.B. and F.B. Squier 
laid claims in the vicinity, Britton de-
veloped further after Colonel Isaac 
Britton, general manager of the Da-
kota & Great Southern Railroad, vis-
ited and determined the area to be an 
ideal place for a railroad. Many 
changes have taken place since that 
first claim shanty in 1884, and the com-
munity now includes an impressive 
two-story school building and expanded 
medical facilities, both highly ac-
claimed. Britton has also established a 
strong economic base with over 25 busi-
nesses. 

As the county seat of Marshall Coun-
ty, Britton continues to be a thriving 
community with many recreational op-
portunities including a nine hole golf 
course, new library, movie theater, 
bowling alley, swimming pool, three 
city parks and Prayer Rock Museum. 

One hundred twenty-five years after 
its founding, the ‘‘Gateway to the Gla-
cial Lakes’’ remains a vital community 
and a great asset to the wonderful 
State of South Dakota. I congratulate 
Britton and its citizens on reaching 
this historic anniversary.∑ 

f 

125TH ANNIVERSARY OF CLEAR 
LAKE, SOUTH DAKOTA 

∑ Mr. JOHNSON. Madam President, 
today I pay tribute to the 125th anni-
versary of the founding of the commu-
nity of Clear Lake, SD. 

This county seat was founded when 
the Burlington, Cedar Rapids and 
Northern Railroad went through the 
area. The first depot was a box car, 
with other businesses quickly being 
erected including a general store, a 
butcher, and a blacksmith. Clear Lake 
also had a notable system to alert the 
town to fires, first with a triangle, 
then a bronze bell that is displayed in 
the town today. 

Clear Lake is noted for its prosperous 
farmland and picturesque lake. This 
thriving town celebrated their achieve-
ment of 125 years with a weekend cele-
bration filled with music, food and con-
tests. Its population continues to grow 
as the citizens find new ways to hold 
onto their heritage while looking to 
the future. I am proud to represent 
Clear Lake, and would like to con-
gratulate them on their historic anni-
versary.∑ 

f 

125TH ANNIVERSARY OF EMERY, 
SOUTH DAKOTA 

∑ Mr. JOHNSON. Madam President, 
today I pay tribute to the 125th anni-
versary of the founding of the commu-
nity of Emery, SD. I offer my con-
gratulations to the people of Emery on 
reaching this momentous occasion. 

Emery was named after the original 
settler, Sloan Miller Emery, who came 
to the area after leaving the banking 
industry in Minnesota. Soon after its 
original settlement, businesses began 
to sprout including a post office, a 

grain elevator, and several stores. A 
medical practice was started in 1891. 
Emery has continued to thrive 
throughout the years, and will be cele-
brating their anniversary July 3–5, 2009 
with games, hot air balloon rides, and 
fireworks. 

After 125 years, the city is stronger 
than ever. I am pleased to publicly 
honor the achievements of this wonder-
ful South Dakota community as they 
reach this juncture, and wish them all 
the best in the future.∑ 

f 

125TH ANNIVERSARY OF LEOLA, 
SOUTH DAKOTA 

∑ Mr. JOHNSON. Madam President, 
today I pay tribute to the 125th anni-
versary of the founding of the commu-
nity of Leola, SD. I am proud to honor 
the people of Leola on this memorable 
occasion, and to extend my congratula-
tions to them. 

Settlers founded Leola in 1884 as a 
homestead site and named it after the 
daughter of Captain E.D. Haynes. The 
community quickly grew, getting its 
first newspaper, The Leola Blade, in 
1885. Known as the ‘‘Rhubarb Capital of 
the World’’, Leola holds a biannual fes-
tival to celebrate and sample the var-
ious uses of this unique fruit. The town 
also has a Threshing Bee in September 
of every year to honor their fore-
fathers’ way of life with live dem-
onstrations of antique threshing ma-
chines and an antique tractor show. 

Located near the Ordway Prairie Me-
morial Preserve, Leola is also an excel-
lent place for nature and history lovers 
to experience beautiful South Dakota 
prairie and its wildlife as the settlers 
did so many years ago. 

The seat of rural McPherson County 
is a close-knit community infused with 
hospitality, beauty, and an exceptional 
quality of life. Small communities like 
Leola are the epitome of what makes 
South Dakota great, and I am proud to 
represent this thriving town.∑ 

f 

125TH ANNIVERSARY OF TORONTO, 
SOUTH DAKOTA 

∑ Mr. JOHNSON. Madam President, 
today I pay tribute to the 125th anni-
versary of the founding of the commu-
nity of Toronto, SD. 

Toronto was founded by four farmers 
who all donated land to the township. 
The farmer who donated the most land, 
Mr. McCraney, named the new commu-
nity after his hometown of Toronto, 
Canada. The Burlington, Cedar Rapids 
and Northern Railroad built a depot 
which became a popular landmark, pro-
viding a gathering place for the citi-
zens. In 1898, Toronto became the 
smallest town in the United States to 
have electric lights, with telephone 
service following 3 years later. This re-
silient town made it through seven 
major fires as well as severe bouts of 
small pox and Spanish influenza. I have 
a personal bond to the community as 
my grandparents Reverend Peder and 
Anna Ljostveit are buried in the To-
ronto Cemetery. 

VerDate Nov 24 2008 03:39 Jun 23, 2009 Jkt 079060 PO 00000 Frm 00026 Fmt 0637 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\G22JN6.010 S22JNPT1w
w

oo
ds

2 
on

 P
R

O
D

P
C

68
 w

ith
 S

E
N

A
T

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S6887 June 22, 2009 
The citizens will be celebrating this 

momentous anniversary July 3–5, 2009, 
with craft and quilt shows, meals, pag-
eants, and games including a contest 
for yard decorations. This celebration 
will give Toronto the occasion to re-
flect on their strong, progressive past 
as well as look forward to its promising 
future. I congratulate Toronto and its 
people and reaching this historic mile-
stone.∑ 

f 

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT 

Messages from the President of the 
United States were communicated to 
the Senate by Mr. Williams, one of his 
secretaries. 

f 

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 

As in executive session the Presiding 
Officer laid before the Senate messages 
from the President of the United 
States submitting sundry nominations 
which were referred to the appropriate 
committees. 

(The nominations received today are 
printed at the end of the Senate pro-
ceedings.) 

f 

REPORT ON THE CONTINUATION 
OF THE NATIONAL EMERGENCY 
THAT WAS ORIGINALLY DE-
CLARED IN EXECUTIVE ORDER 
13219 OF JUNE 26, 2001, WITH RE-
SPECT TO THE WESTERN BAL-
KANS—PM 25 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid be-
fore the Senate the following message 
from the President of the United 
States, together with an accompanying 
report; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs: 

To the Congress of the United States: 
Section 202(d) of the National Emer-

gencies Act (50 U.S.C. 1622(d)) provides 
for the automatic termination of a na-
tional emergency unless, prior to the 
anniversary date of its declaration, the 
President publishes in the Federal Reg-
ister and transmits to the Congress a 
notice stating that the emergency is to 
continue in effect beyond the anniver-
sary date. In accordance with this pro-
vision, I have sent to the Federal Reg-
ister for publication the enclosed notice 
stating that the Western Balkans 
emergency is to continue in effect be-
yond June 26, 2009. 

The crisis constituted by the actions 
of persons engaged in, or assisting, 
sponsoring, or supporting (i) extremist 
violence in the Republic of Macedonia 
and elsewhere in the Western Balkans 
region, or (ii) acts obstructing imple-
mentation of the Dayton Accords in 
Bosnia or United Nations Security 
Council Resolution 1244 of June 10, 1999, 
in Kosovo, that led to the declaration 
of a national emergency on June 26, 
2001, in Executive Order 13219, and to 
amendment of that order in Executive 
Order 13304 of May 28, 2003, has not 
been resolved. The acts of extremist vi-

olence and obstructionist activity out-
lined in Executive Order 13219, as 
amended, are hostile to U.S. interests 
and pose a continuing unusual and ex-
traordinary threat to the national se-
curity and foreign policy of the United 
States. For these reasons, I have deter-
mined that it is necessary to continue 
the national emergency declared with 
respect to the Western Balkans and 
maintain in force the sanctions to re-
spond to this threat. 

BARACK OBAMA.
THE WHITE HOUSE, June 22, 2009. 

f 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 
At 2:04 p.m., a message from the 

House of Representatives, delivered by 
Mrs. Cole, one of its reading clerks, an-
nounced that the House has passed the 
following bills, in which it requests the 
concurrence of the Senate: 

H.R. 2410. An act to authorize appropria-
tions for the Department of State and the 
Peace Corps for fiscal years 2010 and 2011, to 
modernize the Foreign Service, to authorize 
democratic, economic, and social develop-
ment assistance for Pakistan, to authorize 
security assistance for Pakistan, and for 
other purposes. 

H.R. 2847. An act making appropriations 
for the Departments of Commerce and Jus-
tice, and Science, and Related Agencies for 
the fiscal year ending September 30, 2010, and 
for other purposes. 

H.R. 2918. An act making appropriations 
for the Legislative Branch for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2010, and for other pur-
poses. 

f 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 
The message also announced that the 

Speaker has signed the following en-
rolled bills: 

S. 614. An act to award a congressional 
Gold Medal to the Women Airforce Service 
Pilots (‘‘WASP’’). 

S. 615. An act to provide additional per-
sonnel authorities for the Special Inspector 
General for Afghanistan Reconstruction. 

The message further announced that 
Mr. SCHIFF, Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of Cali-
fornia, Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia, Mr. 
GOODLATTE, and Mr. SENSENBRENNER 
are appointed managers on the part of 
the House to conduct the trial of the 
impeachment of Samuel B. Kent, a 
judge of the United States District 
Court for the Southern District of 
Texas, that a message be sent to the 
Senate to inform the Senate of these 
appointments, and that the managers 
on the part of the House may exhibit 
the articles of impeachment to the 
Senate and take all other actions nec-
essary in connection with preparation 
for, and conduct of, the trial, which 
may include the following: 

(1) Employing legal, clerical, and 
other necessary assistants and incur-
ring such other expenses as may be 
necessary, to be paid from amounts 
available to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary under House Resolution 279, 
One Hundred Eleventh Congress, 
agreed to March 31, 2009, or any other 
applicable expense resolution on 
vouchers approved by the Chairman of 
the Committee on the Judiciary; 

(2) Sending for persons and papers, 
and filing with the Secretary of the 
Senate, on the part of the House of 
Representatives, any subsequent plead-
ings which they may consider nec-
essary. 

f 

MEASURES REFERRED 

The following bills were read the first 
and the second times by unanimous 
consent, and referred as indicated: 

H.R. 2410. An act to authorize appropria-
tions for the Department of State and the 
Peace Corps for fiscal years 2010 and 2011, to 
modernize the Foreign Service, to authorize 
democratic, economic, and social develop-
ment assistance for Pakistan, to authorize 
security assistance for Pakistan, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

H.R. 2847. An act making appropriations 
for the Departments of Commerce and Jus-
tice, and Science, and Related Agencies for 
the fiscal year ending September 30, 2010, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Ap-
propriations. 

f 

MEASURES PLACED ON THE 
CALENDAR 

The following bill was read the first 
and second times by unanimous con-
sent, and placed on the calendar: 

H.R. 2918. An act making appropriations 
for the Legislative Branch for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2010, and for other pur-
poses. 

f 

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND 
JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

The following bills and joint resolu-
tions were introduced, read the first 
and second times by unanimous con-
sent, and referred as indicated: 

By Mr. LUGAR (for himself, Mr. 
LEAHY, Mrs. LINCOLN, Mr. DURBIN, 
Mr. SANDERS, and Mr. ROBERTS): 

S. 1313. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to permanently extend and 
expand the charitable deduction for con-
tributions of food inventory; to the Com-
mittee on Finance. 

By Mr. WYDEN (for himself and Mr. 
MERKLEY): 

S. 1314. A bill to designate the facility of 
the United States Postal Service located at 
630 Northeast Killingsworth Avenue in Port-
land, Oregon, as the ‘‘Dr. Martin Luther 
King, Jr. Post Office’’; to the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs. 

By Mr. NELSON of Florida (for himself 
and Mr. KOHL): 

S. 1315. A bill to amend the Federal Food, 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act to define the term 
‘‘first applicant’’ for purposes of filing an ab-
breviated application for a new drug; to the 
Committee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions. 

By Mr. INOUYE (for himself, Mr. JOHN-
SON, Mr. DODD, and Mr. LIEBERMAN): 

S. 1316. A bill to amend the Federal De-
posit Insurance Act to modify requirements 
relating to the location of bank branches on 
Indian reservations, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs. 

By Mr. LAUTENBERG: 
S. 1317. A bill to increase public safety by 

permitting the Attorney General to deny the 
transfer of firearms or the issuance of fire-
arms and explosives licenses to known or 
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suspected dangerous terrorists; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GREGG: 
S. 1318. A bill to prohibit the use of stim-

ulus funds for signage indicating that a 
project is being carried out using those 
funds; to the Committee on Environment 
and Public Works. 

By Mr. COBURN (for himself, Mr. KYL, 
Mr. THUNE, Mr. GRAHAM, Mr. CRAPO, 
Mr. INHOFE, Mr. ENZI, Mr. BURR, Mr. 
WICKER, Mr. BROWNBACK, Mr. MCCAIN, 
Mr. CHAMBLISS, Mr. ENSIGN, Mr. 
GRASSLEY, Mr. VITTER, Mr. 
BARRASSO, Mr. DEMINT, and Mrs. 
HUTCHISON): 

S. 1319. A bill to require Congress to speci-
fy the source of authority under the United 
States Constitution for the enactment of 
laws, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Rules and Administration. 

By Mr. TESTER: 
S. 1320. A bill to provide assistance to own-

ers of manufactured homes constructed be-
fore January 1, 1976, to purchase Energy 
Star-qualified manufactured homes; to the 
Committee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources. 

f 

SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND 
SENATE RESOLUTIONS 

The following concurrent resolutions 
and Senate resolutions were read, and 
referred (or acted upon), as indicated: 

By Mr. KOHL (for himself and Mr. 
BURR): 

S. Res. 199. A resolution recognizing the 
contributions of the recreational boating 
community and the boating industry to the 
continuing prosperity of the United States; 
to the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation. 

f 

ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS 
S. 370 

At the request of Mr. INHOFE, the 
names of the Senator from Georgia 
(Mr. CHAMBLISS), the Senator from Wy-
oming (Mr. ENZI), the Senator from 
Kentucky (Mr. BUNNING) and the Sen-
ator from Kansas (Mr. BROWNBACK) 
were added as cosponsors of S. 370, a 
bill to prohibit the use of funds to 
transfer detainees of the United States 
at Naval Station, Guantanamo Bay, 
Cuba, to any facility in the United 
States or to construct any facility for 
such detainees in the United States, 
and for other purposes. 

S. 491 
At the request of Mr. WEBB, the name 

of the Senator from Michigan (Mr. 
LEVIN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
491, a bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to allow Federal ci-
vilian and military retirees to pay 
health insurance premiums on a pretax 
basis and to allow a deduction for 
TRICARE supplemental premiums. 

S. 584 
At the request of Mr. HARKIN, the 

name of the Senator from Rhode Island 
(Mr. WHITEHOUSE) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 584, a bill to ensure that 
all users of the transportation system, 
including pedestrians, bicyclists, tran-
sit users, children, older individuals, 
and individuals with disabilities, are 
able to travel safely and conveniently 
on and across federally funded streets 
and highways. 

S. 624 
At the request of Mr. DURBIN, the 

name of the Senator from California 
(Mrs. BOXER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 624, a bill to provide 100,000,000 
people with first-time access to safe 
drinking water and sanitation on a sus-
tainable basis by 2015 by improving the 
capacity of the United States Govern-
ment to fully implement the Senator 
Paul Simon Water for the Poor Act of 
2005. 

S. 645 
At the request of Mrs. LINCOLN, the 

name of the Senator from Oregon (Mr. 
MERKLEY) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 645, a bill to amend title 32, United 
States Code, to modify the Department 
of Defense share of expenses under the 
National Guard Youth Challenge Pro-
gram. 

S. 653 
At the request of Mr. CARDIN, the 

names of the Senator from Massachu-
setts (Mr. KENNEDY), the Senator from 
Massachusetts (Mr. KERRY) and the 
Senator from Hawaii (Mr. AKAKA) were 
added as cosponsors of S. 653, a bill to 
require the Secretary of the Treasury 
to mint coins in commemoration of the 
bicentennial of the writing of the Star- 
Spangled Banner, and for other pur-
poses. 

S. 658 
At the request of Mr. TESTER, the 

name of the Senator from Oregon (Mr. 
MERKLEY) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 658, a bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to improve health care for 
veterans who live in rural areas, and 
for other purposes. 

S. 662 
At the request of Mr. CONRAD, the 

names of the Senator from Hawaii (Mr. 
INOUYE) and the Senator from Rhode 
Island (Mr. WHITEHOUSE) were added as 
cosponsors of S. 662, a bill to amend 
title XVIII of the Social Security Act 
to provide for reimbursement of cer-
tified midwife services and to provide 
for more equitable reimbursement 
rates for certified nurse-midwife serv-
ices. 

S. 714 
At the request of Mr. WEBB, the name 

of the Senator from Florida (Mr. NEL-
SON) was added as a cosponsor of S. 714, 
a bill to establish the National Crimi-
nal Justice Commission. 

S. 769 
At the request of Mrs. LINCOLN, the 

name of the Senator from Massachu-
setts (Mr. KERRY) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 769, a bill to amend title 
XVIII of the Social Security Act to im-
prove access to, and increase utiliza-
tion of, bone mass measurement bene-
fits under the Medicare part B pro-
gram. 

S. 779 
At the request of Mr. LAUTENBERG, 

the name of the Senator from Ohio 
(Mr. BROWN) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 779, a bill to amend titles 23 and 
49, United States Code, to modify pro-
visions relating to the length and 
weight limitations for vehicles oper-
ating on Federal-aid highways, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 849 

At the request of Mr. CARPER, the 
names of the Senator from Ohio (Mr. 
VOINOVICH), the Senator from Oregon 
(Mr. MERKLEY) and the Senator from 
Minnesota (Ms. KLOBUCHAR) were added 
as cosponsors of S. 849, a bill to require 
the Administrator of the Environ-
mental Protection Agency to conduct a 
study on black carbon emissions. 

S. 883 

At the request of Mr. KERRY, the 
names of the Senator from Maryland 
(Mr. CARDIN), the Senator from Rhode 
Island (Mr. WHITEHOUSE), the Senator 
from California (Mrs. FEINSTEIN) and 
the Senator from Minnesota (Ms. 
KLOBUCHAR) were added as cosponsors 
of S. 883, a bill to require the Secretary 
of the Treasury to mint coins in rec-
ognition and celebration of the estab-
lishment of the Medal of Honor in 1861, 
America’s highest award for valor in 
action against an enemy force which 
can be bestowed upon an individual 
serving in the Armed Services of the 
United States, to honor the American 
military men and women who have 
been recipients of the Medal of Honor, 
and to promote awareness of what the 
Medal of Honor represents and how or-
dinary Americans, through courage, 
sacrifice, selfless service and patriot-
ism, can challenge fate and change the 
course of history. 

S. 1067 

At the request of Mr. FEINGOLD, the 
names of the Senator from New Mexico 
(Mr. BINGAMAN) and the Senator from 
California (Mrs. BOXER) were added as 
cosponsors of S. 1067, a bill to support 
stabilization and lasting peace in 
northern Uganda and areas affected by 
the Lord’s Resistance Army through 
development of a regional strategy to 
support multilateral efforts to success-
fully protect civilians and eliminate 
the threat posed by the Lord’s Resist-
ance Army and to authorize funds for 
humanitarian relief and reconstruc-
tion, reconciliation, and transitional 
justice, and for other purposes. 

S. 1091 

At the request of Mr. WYDEN, the 
name of the Senator from Maine (Ms. 
COLLINS) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1091, a bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to provide for an en-
ergy investment credit for energy stor-
age property connected to the grid, and 
for other purposes. 

S. 1102 

At the request of Mr. LIEBERMAN, the 
name of the Senator from Illinois (Mr. 
BURRIS) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1102, a bill to provide benefits to do-
mestic partners of Federal employees. 

S. 1183 

At the request of Mr. DURBIN, the 
name of the Senator from Vermont 
(Mr. SANDERS) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1183, a bill to authorize the 
Secretary of Agriculture to provide as-
sistance to the Government of Haiti to 
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end within 5 years the deforestation in 
Haiti and restore within 30 years the 
extent of tropical forest cover in exist-
ence in Haiti in 1990, and for other pur-
poses. 

S. 1280 
At the request of Mr. CORKER, the 

name of the Senator from Colorado 
(Mr. BENNET) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1280, a bill to authorize the Sec-
retary of the Treasury to delegate 
management authority over troubled 
assets purchased under the Troubled 
Asset Relief Program, to require the 
establishment of a trust to manage as-
sets of certain designated TARP recipi-
ents, and for other purposes. 

S.J. RES. 17 
At the request of Mr. MCCONNELL, 

the names of the Senator from Alaska 
(Ms. MURKOWSKI) and the Senator from 
Texas (Mrs. HUTCHISON) were added as 
cosponsors of S.J. Res. 17, a joint reso-
lution approving the renewal of import 
restrictions contained in the Burmese 
Freedom and Democracy Act of 2003, 
and for other purposes. 

S. CON. RES. 11 
At the request of Ms. COLLINS, the 

names of the Senator from Oregon (Mr. 
MERKLEY), the Senator from Alabama 
(Mr. SESSIONS) and the Senator from 
South Carolina (Mr. GRAHAM) were 
added as cosponsors of S. Con. Res. 11, 
a concurrent resolution condemning all 
forms of anti-Semitism and reaffirming 
the support of Congress for the man-
date of the Special Envoy to Monitor 
and Combat Anti-Semitism, and for 
other purposes. 

S. CON. RES. 27 
At the request of Mr. DEMINT, the 

name of the Senator from Oklahoma 
(Mr. COBURN) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. Con. Res. 27, a concurrent resolu-
tion directing the Architect of the Cap-
itol to engrave the Pledge of Alle-
giance to the Flag and the National 
Motto of ‘‘In God we trust’’ in the Cap-
itol Visitor Center. 

S. CON. RES. 28 
At the request of Mr. NELSON of Ne-

braska, the name of the Senator from 
New Mexico (Mr. BINGAMAN) was added 
as a cosponsor of S. Con. Res. 28, a con-
current resolution supporting the goals 
of Smart Irrigation Month, which rec-
ognizes the advances in irrigation tech-
nology and practices that help raise 
healthy plants and increase crop yields 
while using water resources more effi-
ciently and encourages the adoption of 
smart irrigation practices throughout 
the United States to further improve 
water-use efficiency in agricultural, 
residential, and commercial activities. 

S. RES. 158 
At the request of Mr. KERRY, the 

name of the Senator from Rhode Island 
(Mr. REED) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. Res. 158, a resolution to commend 
the American Sail Training Associa-
tion for advancing international good-
will and character building under sail. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1337 
At the request of Ms. SNOWE, the 

name of the Senator from Louisiana 

(Ms. LANDRIEU) was added as a cospon-
sor of amendment No. 1337 intended to 
be proposed to S. 1023, a bill to estab-
lish a non-profit corporation to com-
municate United States entry policies 
and otherwise promote leisure, busi-
ness, and scholarly travel to the United 
States. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1343 
At the request of Mr. THUNE, the 

name of the Senator from Utah (Mr. 
BENNETT) was added as a cosponsor of 
amendment No. 1343 intended to be pro-
posed to S. 1023, a bill to establish a 
non-profit corporation to communicate 
United States entry policies and other-
wise promote leisure, business, and 
scholarly travel to the United States. 

f 

STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

By Mr. INOUYE (for himself, Mr. 
JOHNSON, Mr. DODD, and Mr. 
LIEBERMAN): 

S. 1316. A bill to amend the Federal 
Deposit Insurance Act to modify re-
quirements relating to the location of 
bank branches on Indian reservations, 
and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs. 

Mr. INOUYE. Mr. President, I rise to 
introduce a bill that would provide au-
thority for the establishment of branch 
banking facilities on Indian reserva-
tions so that the Federally-chartered 
Native American Bank could enable ac-
cess to financial services to Indian 
tribes and their citizens. 

Many years ago, as part of my serv-
ice as Chairman of the Senate Indian 
Affairs Committee, I met with tribal 
leaders to discuss the challenges of 
economic development in Indian coun-
try. At that time, I suggested that they 
might give consideration to a means by 
which tribal governments could pool 
their resources and thereby provide the 
capital that other tribal governments 
could employ on a short-term loan 
basis to undertake reservation-based 
projects that held the potential of 
stimulating economic growth in their 
tribal communities. 

The tribal leaders with whom I met 
were very interested in this idea, and 
in the ensuing years, went forward and 
established the Native American 
Bank—which is headquartered in Den-
ver—but continues to manage its first 
affiliated bank on the Blackfeet Indian 
Reservation in Montana. 

As my colleagues know, there are few 
financial institutions located either on 
or near Indian reservations, and sadly, 
there is evidence that some financial 
institutions have found it apparently 
necessary to either charge very high 
rates that they associate with the risk 
of doing business in Indian country, or 
to deny financial assistance altogether. 

The Native American Bank has 
stepped into that latter void and has 
been providing meaningful financial 
services to tribal governments and 
their citizens for a number of years. 

This bill contains amendments to the 
McFadden Act that have been carefully 

sculpted to address only this narrow 
expansion of capacity on the part of fi-
nancial institutions serving Indian 
country, and I am pleased that Senator 
JOHNSON, a member of the Senate 
Banking Committee, has agreed to join 
me in co-sponsoring this legislation. 

f 

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS 

SENATE RESOLUTION 199—RECOG-
NIZING THE CONTRIBUTIONS OF 
THE RECREATIONAL BOATING 
COMMUNITY AND THE BOATING 
INDUSTRY TO THE CONTINUING 
PROSPERITY OF THE UNITED 
STATES 
Mr. KOHL (for himself and Mr. BURR) 

submitted the following resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation: 

S. RES. 199 

Whereas the recreational boating commu-
nity in the United States includes over 
59,000,000 individuals; 

Whereas the boating industry contributes 
more than $33,000,000,000 annually to the 
United States economy, and provides jobs for 
337,000 citizens of the United States who earn 
wages totaling $10,400,000,000 annually; 

Whereas recreational boaters often serve 
as stewards of the marine environment of 
the United States, educating others of the 
value of marine resources, and preserving 
the resources for the enjoyment of future 
generations; 

Whereas there are approximately 1,400 ac-
tive boat builders in the United States, using 
materials and services contributed from all 
50 States; 

Whereas recreational boating provides op-
portunities for families to be together, ap-
peals to all age groups, and benefits the 
physical fitness and scholastic performance 
of those who participate; and 

Whereas, July 1, 2009, would be an appro-
priate day to establish as National Boating 
Day: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate — 
(1) commends the recreational boating 

community and the boating industry of the 
United States for contributing to the econ-
omy of the United States, benefitting the 
well-being of United States citizens, and pro-
viding responsible environmental steward-
ship of the marine resources of the United 
States; and 

(2) encourages the United States to observe 
National Boating Day with appropriate pro-
grams and activities that emphasize family 
involvement and provide an opportunity to 
promote the boating industry. 

f 

AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND 
PROPOSED 

SA 1354. Mr. MARTINEZ (for himself and 
Mr. NELSON of Florida) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 1023, to establish a non-profit corpora-
tion to communicate United States entry 
policies and otherwise promote leisure, busi-
ness, and scholarly travel to the United 
States; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1355. Mr. KERRY (for himself, Mr. 
HATCH, and Mr. SCHUMER) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill S. 1023, supra; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

SA 1356. Mr. LIEBERMAN (for himself and 
Ms. COLLINS) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the bill S. 
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1023, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 1357. Mr. LIEBERMAN (for himself and 
Ms. COLLINS) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the bill S. 
1023, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 1358. Mr. LIEBERMAN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill S. 1023, supra; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

SA 1359. Mrs. FEINSTEIN (for herself and 
Mr. LIEBERMAN) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed by her to the bill S. 
1023, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 1360. Mrs. FEINSTEIN (for herself and 
Mr. LIEBERMAN) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed to amendment SA 
1347 proposed by Mr. DORGAN (for himself and 
Mr. ROCKEFELLER) to the bill S. 1023, supra; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1361. Mr. LIEBERMAN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1347 proposed by Mr. DORGAN 
(for himself and Mr. ROCKEFELLER) to the 
bill S. 1023, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 1362. Mr. HATCH (for himself, Mrs. LIN-
COLN, and Mr. CORKER) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 1023, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 1363. Mr. ENSIGN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1347 proposed by Mr. DORGAN (for himself 
and Mr. ROCKEFELLER) to the bill S. 1023, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

f 

TEXT OF AMENDMENTS 

SA 1354. Mr. MARTINEZ (for himself 
and Mr. NELSON of Florida) submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill S. 1023, to establish 
a non-profit corporation to commu-
nicate United States entry policies and 
otherwise promote leisure, business, 
and scholarly travel to the United 
States; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the end, add the following: 
SEC. 9. TRUSTED PASSENGER/REGISTERED TRAV-

ELER PROGRAM. 
(a) ASSESSMENTS AND BACKGROUND 

CHECKS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (2) 

and not later than 120 days after the date of 
enactment of this Act, to enhance aviation 
security through risk management at air-
port checkpoints through use of a trusted 
passenger program (referred to in this sec-
tion as the ‘‘Registered Traveler program’’), 
established pursuant to section 109(a)(3) of 
the Aviation and Transportation Security 
Act (Public Law 107–71; 49 U.S.C. 114 note), 
the Assistant Secretary of Homeland Secu-
rity for the Transportation Security Admin-
istration shall— 

(A) reinstate an initial and continuous se-
curity threat assessment program as part of 
the enrollment process for the Registered 
Traveler program; and 

(B) allow appropriate providers to perform 
private sector background checks as part of 
the Registered Traveler program enrollment 
process with assurance that the program 
shall be undertaken in a manner consistent 
with constitutional privacy and civil lib-
erties protections and be subject to approval 
and oversight by the Assistant Secretary. 

(2) REQUIREMENTS.—The Assistant Sec-
retary shall not reinstate the threat assess-
ment component of the Registered Traveler 
program or allow certain background checks 
unless the Assistant Secretary— 

(A) determines that the Registered Trav-
eler program, as carried out in accordance 
with this subsection, is integrated into risk- 
based aviation security operations; and 

(B) expedites airport checkpoint screening 
for members of the Registered Traveler pro-
gram who have been subjected to a security 
threat assessment and the private sector 
background check under this subsection. 

(b) TREATMENT OF INDIVIDUALS WITH TOP 
SECRET SECURITY CLEARANCES.—Not later 
than 180 days after the date of enactment of 
this Act, the Assistant Secretary shall estab-
lish protocols to— 

(1) verify the identity of United States citi-
zens who— 

(A) participate in the Registered Traveler 
program; and 

(B) possess a valid top secret security 
clearance granted by the Federal Govern-
ment; and 

(2) allow alternative screening procedures 
for individuals described in paragraph (1), in-
cluding random, risk-based screening deter-
mined necessary to respond to a specific 
threat to security identified pursuant to a 
security threat assessment. 

(c) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act and if the 
Assistant Secretary determines that the 
Registered Traveler program, as carried out 
in accordance with subsection (a), may be in-
tegrated into risk-based aviation security 
operations under subsection (a), the Assist-
ant Secretary shall submit to the Committee 
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation 
of the Senate and the Committee on Home-
land Security of the House of Representa-
tives a report on— 

(1) the level of risk reduction provided by 
carrying out section (a); 

(2) the manner in which the Registered 
Traveler program has been integrated into 
risk-based aviation security operations; and 

(3) the changes to the Registered Traveler 
program, including screening protocols, that 
have been implemented to realize the full po-
tential of the Registered Traveler program. 

(d) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in 
this section shall be construed to authorize 
any nongovernmental entity to perform vet-
ting against the terrorist screening database 
maintained by the Government of the United 
States. 

SA 1355. Mr. KERRY (for himself, Mr. 
HATCH, and Mr. SCHUMER) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 1023, to establish a 
non-profit corporation to communicate 
United States entry policies and other-
wise promote leisure, business, and 
scholarly travel to the United States; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of the bill, add the following: 
SEC. 9. EXPEDITED ADJUDICATION OF EM-

PLOYER PETITIONS FOR ALIENS 
WITH EXTRAORDINARY ARTISTIC 
ABILITY. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This section may be 
cited as the ‘‘Arts Require Timely Service 
Act’’ or the ‘‘ARTS Act’’. 

(b) EXPEDITED ADJUDICATION OF EMPLOYER 
PETITIONS FOR ALIENS WITH EXTRAORDINARY 
ARTISTIC ABILITY.—Section 214(c) of the Im-
migration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 
1184(c)) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘Attorney General’’ each 
place it appears and inserting ‘‘Secretary of 
Homeland Security’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (6)(D)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘(D) Any person’’ and in-

serting the following: 
‘‘(D)(i) Except as provided under clause (ii), 

any person’’; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(ii) The Secretary of Homeland Security 

shall adjudicate each petition for an alien 
who has extraordinary ability in the arts (as 
described in section 101(a)(15)(O)(i)), an alien 
accompanying such an alien (as described in 
clauses (ii) and (iii) of section 101(a)(15)(O)), 
or an alien described in section 101(a)(15)(P) 
not later than 30 days after— 

‘‘(I) the date on which the petitioner sub-
mits the petition with a written advisory 
opinion, letter of no objection, or request for 
a waiver; or 

‘‘(II) the date on which the 15-day period 
described in clause (i) has expired, if the pe-
titioner has had an appropriate opportunity 
to supply rebuttal evidence. 

‘‘(iii) If a petition described in clause (ii) is 
not adjudicated before the end of the 30-day 
period described in clause (ii) and the peti-
tioner is an arts organization described in 
paragraph (3), (5), or (6) of section 501(c) of 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 and ex-
empt from tax under section 501(a) of such 
Code for the taxable year preceding the cal-
endar year in which the petition is sub-
mitted, or an individual or entity petitioning 
primarily on behalf of such an organization, 
the Secretary of Homeland Security shall 
provide the petitioner with the premium 
processing services referred to in section 
286(u), without a fee.’’. 

SA 1356. Mr. LIEBERMAN (for him-
self and Ms. COLLINS) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 1023, to establish a 
non-profit corporation to communicate 
United States entry policies and other-
wise promote leisure, business, and 
scholarly travel to the United States; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

On page 9, strike line 20 and all that fol-
lows through page 23, line 6, and insert the 
following: 

(4) REVIEW OF INFORMATION.— 
(A) SUBMISSION.—The Corporation shall 

submit all information relating to United 
States Government travel and visa require-
ments proposed to be disseminated to foreign 
travelers under paragraphs (1)(A) and (3) to 
the Secretary of State and Secretary of 
Homeland Security for review in order to en-
sure that the travel promotion campaigns 
funded through the Travel Promotion Fund 
are factually accurate. 

(B) REVIEW AND FEEDBACK.—Not later than 
10 business days after receiving information 
from the Corporation under subparagraph 
(A), the Secretary of State and the Secretary 
of Homeland Security shall each— 

(i) complete a review of the factual content 
of the information submitted by the Cor-
poration under subparagraph (A); and 

(ii) correct any factual errors discovered in 
such information. 

(C) LIMITATION.—The Secretary of State 
and the Secretary of Homeland Security 
shall limit their review under this paragraph 
to the factual content of the information 
that the Corporation is proposing to dissemi-
nate. 

(D) CHANGES.—The Corporation shall make 
all reasonable changes to the factual content 
of the information it proposes to disseminate 
to foreign travelers based on the feedback re-
ceived from the Secretary of State and the 
Secretary of Homeland Security to ensure 
that such information is accurate. 

(E) EFFECT OF FAILURE TO RESPOND.—If the 
Corporation does not receive a response from 
the Secretary of State or the Secretary of 
Homeland Security within 10 business days 
after the receipt of the information sub-
mitted under subparagraph (A), the factual 
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content of the proposed information cam-
paign shall be deemed to have been author-
ized by the Secretary of State and the Sec-
retary of Homeland Security. 

(f) OPEN MEETINGS.—Meetings of the board 
of directors of the Corporation, including 
any committee of the board, shall be open to 
the public. The board may, by majority vote, 
close any such meeting only for the time 
necessary to preserve the confidentiality of 
commercial or financial information that is 
privileged or confidential, to discuss per-
sonnel matters, or to discuss legal matters 
affecting the Corporation, including pending 
or potential litigation. 

(g) MAJOR CAMPAIGNS.—The board may not 
authorize the Corporation to obligate or ex-
pend more than $25,000,000 on any advertising 
campaign, promotion, or related effort un-
less— 

(1) the obligation or expenditure is ap-
proved by an affirmative vote of at least 2⁄3 of 
the members of the board present at the 
meeting; 

(2) at least 6 members of the board are 
present at the meeting at which it is ap-
proved; and 

(3) each member of the board has been 
given at least 3 days advance notice of the 
meeting at which the vote is to be taken and 
the matters to be voted upon at that meet-
ing. 

(h) FISCAL ACCOUNTABILITY.— 
(1) FISCAL YEAR.—The Corporation shall es-

tablish as its fiscal year the 12-month period 
beginning on October 1. 

(2) BUDGET.—The Corporation shall adopt a 
budget for each fiscal year. 

(3) ANNUAL AUDITS.—The Corporation shall 
engage an independent accounting firm to 
conduct an annual financial audit of the Cor-
poration’s operations and shall publish the 
results of the audit. The Comptroller Gen-
eral of the United States may review any 
audit of a financial statement conducted 
under this subsection by an independent ac-
counting firm and may audit the Corpora-
tion’s operations at the discretion of the 
Comptroller General. The Comptroller Gen-
eral and the Congress shall have full and 
complete access to the books and records of 
the Corporation. 

(4) PROGRAM AUDITS.—Not later than 2 
years after the date of enactment of this 
Act, the Comptroller General shall conduct a 
review of the programmatic activities of the 
Corporation for Travel Promotion. This re-
port shall be provided to appropriate con-
gressional committees. 
SEC. 3. ACCOUNTABILITY MEASURES. 

(a) OBJECTIVES.—The Board shall establish 
annual objectives for the Corporation for 
each fiscal year subject to approval by the 
Secretary of Commerce (after consultation 
with the Secretary of Homeland Security 
and the Secretary of State). The Corporation 
shall establish a marketing plan for each fis-
cal year not less than 60 days before the be-
ginning of that year and provide a copy of 
the plan, and any revisions thereof, to the 
Secretary. 

(b) BUDGET.—The board shall transmit a 
copy of the Corporation’s budget for the 
forthcoming fiscal year to the Secretary not 
less than 60 days before the beginning of 
each fiscal year, together with an expla-
nation of any expenditure provided for by 
the budget in excess of $5,000,000 for the fis-
cal year. The Corporation shall make a copy 
of the budget and the explanation available 
to the public and shall provide public access 
to the budget and explanation on the Cor-
poration’s website. 

(c) ANNUAL REPORT TO CONGRESS.—The 
Corporation shall submit an annual report 
for the preceding fiscal year to the Secretary 
of Commerce for transmittal to the Congress 

on or before the 15th day of May of each 
year. The report shall include— 

(1) a comprehensive and detailed report of 
the Corporation’s operations, activities, fi-
nancial condition, and accomplishments 
under this Act; 

(2) a comprehensive and detailed inventory 
of amounts obligated or expended by the Cor-
poration during the preceding fiscal year; 

(3) a detailed description of each in-kind 
contribution, its fair market value, the indi-
vidual or organization responsible for con-
tributing, its specific use, and a justification 
for its use within the context of the Corpora-
tion’s mission; 

(4) an objective and quantifiable measure-
ment of its progress, on an objective-by-ob-
jective basis, in meeting the objectives es-
tablished by the board; 

(5) an explanation of the reason for any 
failure to achieve an objective established by 
the board and any revisions or alterations to 
the Corporation’s objectives under sub-
section (a); 

(6) a comprehensive and detailed report of 
the Corporation’s operations and activities 
to promote tourism in rural and urban areas; 
and 

(7) such recommendations as the Corpora-
tion deems appropriate. 

(d) LIMITATION ON USE OF FUNDS.—Amounts 
deposited in the Fund may not be used for 
any purpose inconsistent with carrying out 
the objectives, budget, and report described 
in this section. 
SEC. 4. MATCHING PUBLIC AND PRIVATE FUND-

ING. 
(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF TRAVEL PROMOTION 

FUND.—There is hereby established in the 
Treasury a fund which shall be known as the 
Travel Promotion Fund. 

(b) FUNDING.— 
(1) START-UP EXPENSES.—For fiscal year 

2010, the Secretary of the Treasury shall 
make available to the Corporation such sums 
as may be necessary, but not to exceed 
$10,000,000, from amounts deposited in the 
general fund of the Treasury from fees under 
section 217(h)(3)(B)(i)(I) of the Immigration 
and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 
1187(h)(3)(B)(i)(I)) to cover the Corporation’s 
initial expenses and activities under this 
Act. Transfers shall be made at least quar-
terly, beginning on October 1, 2009, on the 
basis of estimates by the Secretary, and 
proper adjustments shall be made in 
amounts subsequently transferred to the ex-
tent prior estimates were in excess or less 
than the amounts required to be transferred. 

(2) SUBSEQUENT YEARS.—For each of fiscal 
years 2011 through 2014, from amounts depos-
ited in the general fund of the Treasury dur-
ing the preceding fiscal year from fees under 
section 217(h)(3)(B)(i)(I) of the Immigration 
and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 
1187(h)(B)(i)(I)), the Secretary of the Treas-
ury shall transfer not more than $100,000,000 
to the Fund, which shall be made available 
to the Corporation, subject to subsection (c), 
to carry out its functions under this Act. 
Transfers shall be made at least quarterly on 
the basis of estimates by the Secretary, and 
proper adjustments shall be made in 
amounts subsequently transferred to the ex-
tent prior estimates were in excess or less 
than the amounts required to be transferred. 

(c) MATCHING REQUIREMENT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—No amounts may be made 

available to the Corporation under this sec-
tion after fiscal year 2010, except to the ex-
tent that— 

(A) for fiscal year 2011, the Corporation 
provides matching amounts from non-Fed-
eral sources equal in the aggregate to 50 per-
cent or more of the amount transferred to 
the Fund under subsection (b); and 

(B) for any fiscal year after fiscal year 2011, 
the Corporation provides matching amounts 

from non-Federal sources equal in the aggre-
gate to 100 percent of the amount transferred 
to the Fund under subsection (b) for the fis-
cal year. 

(2) GOODS AND SERVICES.—For the purpose 
of determining the amount received from 
non-Federal sources by the Corporation, 
other than money— 

(A) the fair market value of goods and 
services (including advertising) contributed 
to the Corporation for use under this Act 
may be included in the determination; but 

(B) the fair market value of such goods and 
services may not account for more than 80 
percent of the matching requirement under 
paragraph (1) for the Corporation in any fis-
cal year. 

(3) RIGHT OF REFUSAL.—The Corporation 
may decline to accept any contribution in- 
kind that it determines to be inappropriate, 
not useful, or commercially worthless. 

(4) LIMITATION.—The Corporation may not 
obligate or expend funds in excess of the 
total amount received by the Corporation for 
a fiscal year from Federal and non-Federal 
sources. 

(d) CARRYFORWARD.— 
(1) FEDERAL FUNDS.—Amounts transferred 

to the Fund under subsection (b)(2) shall re-
main available until expended. 

(2) MATCHING FUNDS.—Any amount received 
by the Corporation from non-Federal sources 
in fiscal year 2010, 2011, 2012, 2013, or 2014 that 
cannot be used to meet the matching re-
quirement under subsection (c)(1) for the fis-
cal year in which amount was collected may 
be carried forward and treated as having 
been received in the succeeding fiscal year 
for purposes of meeting the matching re-
quirement of subsection (c)(1) in such suc-
ceeding fiscal year. 
SEC. 5. ELECTRONIC SYSTEM FOR TRAVEL AU-

THORIZATION. 
(a) TRAVEL PROMOTION FUND FEES.—Sec-

tion 217(h)(3)(B) of the Immigration and Na-
tionality Act (8 U.S.C. 1187(h)(3)(B)) is 
amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(B) FEES.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—No later than September 

30, 2009, the Secretary of Homeland Security 
shall establish a fee for the use of the Sys-
tem and begin assessment and collection of 
that fee. The initial fee shall be the sum of— 

‘‘(I) $10 per travel authorization; and 
‘‘(II) an amount that will at least ensure 

recovery of the full costs of providing and 
administering the System, as determined by 
the Secretary. 

‘‘(ii) DISPOSITION OF AMOUNTS COLLECTED.— 
Amounts collected under clause (i)(I) shall 
be credited to the Travel Promotion Fund es-
tablished by section 4 of the Travel Pro-
motion Act of 2009. Amounts collected under 
clause (i)(II) shall be transferred to the gen-
eral fund of the Treasury and made available 
to pay the costs incurred to administer the 
System. 

‘‘(iii) SUNSET OF TRAVEL PROMOTION FUND 
FEE.—The Secretary may not collect the fee 
authorized by clause (i)(I) for fiscal years be-
ginning after September 30, 2014.’’. 
SEC. 6. ASSESSMENT AUTHORITY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Except as otherwise pro-
vided in this section, the Corporation may 
impose an annual assessment on United 
States members of the international travel 
and tourism industry (other than those de-
scribed in section 2(b)(1)(C) or (H)) rep-
resented on the Board in proportion to their 
share of the aggregate international travel 
and tourism revenue of the industry. The 
Corporation shall be responsible for 
verifying, implementing, and collecting the 
assessment authorized by this section. 

(b) INITIAL ASSESSMENT LIMITED.—The Cor-
poration may establish the initial assess-
ment after the date of enactment of the 

VerDate Nov 24 2008 03:39 Jun 23, 2009 Jkt 079060 PO 00000 Frm 00031 Fmt 0637 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A22JN6.027 S22JNPT1w
w

oo
ds

2 
on

 P
R

O
D

P
C

68
 w

ith
 S

E
N

A
T

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATES6892 June 22, 2009 
Travel and Tourism Promotion Act at no 
greater, in the aggregate, than $20,000,000. 

(c) REFERENDA.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Corporation may not 

impose an annual assessment unless— 
(A) the Corporation submits the proposed 

annual assessment to members of the indus-
try in a referendum; and 

(B) the assessment is approved by a major-
ity of those voting in the referendum. 

(2) PROCEDURAL REQUIREMENTS.—In con-
ducting a referendum under this subsection, 
the Corporation shall— 

(A) provide written or electronic notice not 
less than 60 days before the date of the ref-
erendum; 

(B) describe the proposed assessment or in-
crease and explain the reasons for the ref-
erendum in the notice; and 

(C) determine the results of the referendum 
on the basis of weighted voting apportioned 
according to each business entity’s relative 
share of the aggregate annual United States 
international travel and tourism revenue for 
the industry per business entity, treating all 
related entities as a single entity. 

(d) COLLECTION.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Corporation shall es-

tablish a means of collecting the assessment 
that it finds to be efficient and effective. The 
Corporation may establish a late payment 
charge and rate of interest to be imposed on 
any person who fails to remit or pay to the 
Corporation any amount assessed by the Cor-
poration under this Act. 

(2) ENFORCEMENT.—The Corporation may 
bring suit in Federal court to compel compli-
ance with an assessment levied by the Cor-
poration under this Act. 

(e) INVESTMENT OF FUNDS.—Pending dis-
bursement pursuant to a program, plan, or 
project, the Corporation may invest funds 
collected through assessments, and any 
other funds received by the Corporation, 
only in obligations of the United States or 
any agency thereof, in general obligations of 
any State or any political subdivision there-
of, in any interest-bearing account or certifi-
cate of deposit of a bank that is a member of 
the Federal Reserve System, or in obliga-
tions fully guaranteed as to principal and in-
terest by the United States. 
SEC. 7. OFFICE OF TRAVEL PROMOTION. 

Title II of the International Travel Act of 
1961 (22 U.S.C. 2121 et seq.) is amended by in-
serting after section 201 the following: 
‘‘SEC. 202. OFFICE OF TRAVEL PROMOTION. 

‘‘(a) OFFICE ESTABLISHED.—There is estab-
lished within the Department of Commerce 
an office to be known as the Office of Travel 
Promotion. 

‘‘(b) DIRECTOR.— 
‘‘(1) APPOINTMENT.—The Office shall be 

headed by a Director who shall be appointed 
by the Secretary. 

‘‘(2) QUALIFICATIONS.—The Director shall 
be a citizen of the United States and have ex-
perience in a field directly related to the 
promotion of travel to and within the United 
States. 

‘‘(3) DUTIES.—The Director shall— 
‘‘(A) report to the Secretary; 
‘‘(B) ensure that the Office is effectively 

carrying out its functions; and 
‘‘(C) perform a purely advisory role relat-

ing to any responsibilities described in sub-
section (c) that are related to functions car-
ried out by the Department of Homeland Se-
curity or the Department of State. 

‘‘(4) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in 
this section may be construed to override 
the preeminent role of the Secretary of 
Homeland Security in setting policies relat-
ing to the Nation’s ports of entry and the 
processes through which individuals are ad-
mitted into the United States. 

‘‘(c) FUNCTIONS.—The Office shall— 

‘‘(1) serve as liaison to the Corporation for 
Travel Promotion established by section 2 of 
the Travel Promotion Act of 2009 and sup-
port and encourage the development of pro-
grams to increase the number of inter-
national visitors to the United States for 
business, leisure, educational, medical, ex-
change, and other purposes; 

‘‘(2) work with the Corporation, the Sec-
retary of State and the Secretary of Home-
land Security— 

‘‘(A) to disseminate information more ef-
fectively to potential international visitors 
about documentation and procedures re-
quired for admission to the United States as 
a visitor; 

‘‘(B) to advise the Secretary of Homeland 
Security on ways to improve the experience 
of incoming international passengers and to 
provide these passengers with more accurate 
information; 

‘‘(C) to collect accurate data on the total 
number of international visitors that visit 
each State; and 

‘‘(D) to advise the Secretary of Homeland 
Security on ways to enhance the entry and 
departure experience for international visi-
tors through the use of advertising, signage, 
and customer service; and 

‘‘(3) support State, regional, and private 
sector initiatives to promote travel to and 
within the United States. 

‘‘(d) REPORTS TO CONGRESS.—Not later than 
1 year after the date of the enactment of the 
Travel Promotion Act of 2009, and periodi-
cally thereafter, as appropriate, the Sec-
retary shall submit a report to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation of the Senate, the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs of the Senate, the Committee on For-
eign Relations of the Senate, the Committee 
on Energy and Commerce of the House of 
Representatives, the Committee on Home-
land Security of the House of Representa-
tives, and the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
of the House of Representatives, which de-
scribes the Office’s work with the Corpora-
tion, the Secretary of State, and the Sec-
retary of Homeland Security to carry out 
subsection (c)(2).’’. 

SA 1357. Mr. LIEBERMAN (for him-
self and Ms. COLLINS) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 1023, to establish a 
non-profit corporation to communicate 
United States entry policies and other-
wise promote leisure, business, and 
scholarly travel to the United States; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

On page 10, strike line 11 and all that fol-
lows through page 25, line 10, and insert the 
following: 

(4) REVIEW OF INFORMATION.— 
(A) SUBMISSION.—The Corporation shall 

submit all information relating to United 
States Government travel and visa require-
ments proposed to be disseminated to foreign 
travelers under paragraphs (1)(A) and (3) to 
the Secretary of State and Secretary of 
Homeland Security for review in order to en-
sure that the travel promotion campaigns 
funded through the Travel Promotion Fund 
are factually accurate. 

(B) REVIEW AND FEEDBACK.—Not later than 
10 business days after receiving information 
from the Corporation under subparagraph 
(A), the Secretary of State and the Secretary 
of Homeland Security shall each— 

(i) complete a review of the factual content 
of the information submitted by the Cor-
poration under subparagraph (A); and 

(ii) correct any factual errors discovered in 
such information. 

(C) LIMITATION.—The Secretary of State 
and the Secretary of Homeland Security 
shall limit their review under this paragraph 
to the factual content of the information 
that the Corporation is proposing to dissemi-
nate. 

(D) CHANGES.—The Corporation shall make 
all reasonable changes to the factual content 
of the information it proposes to disseminate 
to foreign travelers based on the feedback re-
ceived from the Secretary of State and the 
Secretary of Homeland Security to ensure 
that such information is accurate. 

(E) EFFECT OF FAILURE TO RESPOND.—If the 
Corporation does not receive a response from 
the Secretary of State or the Secretary of 
Homeland Security within 10 business days 
after the receipt of the information sub-
mitted under subparagraph (A), the factual 
content of the proposed information cam-
paign shall be deemed to have been author-
ized by the Secretary of State and the Sec-
retary of Homeland Security. 

(f) OPEN MEETINGS.—Meetings of the board 
of directors of the Corporation, including 
any committee of the board, shall be open to 
the public. The board may, by majority vote, 
close any such meeting only for the time 
necessary to preserve the confidentiality of 
commercial or financial information that is 
privileged or confidential, to discuss per-
sonnel matters, or to discuss legal matters 
affecting the Corporation, including pending 
or potential litigation. 

(g) MAJOR CAMPAIGNS.—The board may not 
authorize the Corporation to obligate or ex-
pend more than $25,000,000 on any advertising 
campaign, promotion, or related effort un-
less— 

(1) the obligation or expenditure is ap-
proved by an affirmative vote of at least 2⁄3 of 
the members of the board present at the 
meeting; 

(2) at least 6 members of the board are 
present at the meeting at which it is ap-
proved; and 

(3) each member of the board has been 
given at least 3 days advance notice of the 
meeting at which the vote is to be taken and 
the matters to be voted upon at that meet-
ing. 

(h) FISCAL ACCOUNTABILITY.— 
(1) FISCAL YEAR.—The Corporation shall es-

tablish as its fiscal year the 12-month period 
beginning on October 1. 

(2) BUDGET.—The Corporation shall adopt a 
budget for each fiscal year. 

(3) ANNUAL AUDITS.—The Corporation shall 
engage an independent accounting firm to 
conduct an annual financial audit of the Cor-
poration’s operations and shall publish the 
results of the audit. The Comptroller Gen-
eral of the United States may review any 
audit of a financial statement conducted 
under this subsection by an independent ac-
counting firm and may audit the Corpora-
tion’s operations at the discretion of the 
Comptroller General. The Comptroller Gen-
eral and the Congress shall have full and 
complete access to the books and records of 
the Corporation. 

(4) PROGRAM AUDITS.—Not later than 2 
years after the date of enactment of this 
Act, the Comptroller General shall conduct a 
review of the programmatic activities of the 
Corporation for Travel Promotion. This re-
port shall be provided to appropriate con-
gressional committees. 
SEC. 3. ACCOUNTABILITY MEASURES. 

(a) OBJECTIVES.—The Board shall establish 
annual objectives for the Corporation for 
each fiscal year subject to approval by the 
Secretary of Commerce (after consultation 
with the Secretary of Homeland Security 
and the Secretary of State). The Corporation 
shall establish a marketing plan for each fis-
cal year not less than 60 days before the be-
ginning of that year and provide a copy of 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S6893 June 22, 2009 
the plan, and any revisions thereof, to the 
Secretary. 

(b) BUDGET.—The board shall transmit a 
copy of the Corporation’s budget for the 
forthcoming fiscal year to the Secretary not 
less than 60 days before the beginning of 
each fiscal year, together with an expla-
nation of any expenditure provided for by 
the budget in excess of $5,000,000 for the fis-
cal year. The Corporation shall make a copy 
of the budget and the explanation available 
to the public and shall provide public access 
to the budget and explanation on the Cor-
poration’s website. 

(c) ANNUAL REPORT TO CONGRESS.—The 
Corporation shall submit an annual report 
for the preceding fiscal year to the Secretary 
of Commerce for transmittal to the Congress 
on or before the 15th day of May of each 
year. The report shall include— 

(1) a comprehensive and detailed report of 
the Corporation’s operations, activities, fi-
nancial condition, and accomplishments 
under this Act; 

(2) a comprehensive and detailed inventory 
of amounts obligated or expended by the Cor-
poration during the preceding fiscal year; 

(3) a detailed description of each in-kind 
contribution, its fair market value, the indi-
vidual or organization responsible for con-
tributing, its specific use, and a justification 
for its use within the context of the Corpora-
tion’s mission; 

(4) an objective and quantifiable measure-
ment of its progress, on an objective-by-ob-
jective basis, in meeting the objectives es-
tablished by the board; 

(5) an explanation of the reason for any 
failure to achieve an objective established by 
the board and any revisions or alterations to 
the Corporation’s objectives under sub-
section (a); 

(6) a comprehensive and detailed report of 
the Corporation’s operations and activities 
to promote tourism in rural and urban areas; 
and 

(7) such recommendations as the Corpora-
tion deems appropriate. 

(d) LIMITATION ON USE OF FUNDS.—Amounts 
deposited in the Fund may not be used for 
any purpose inconsistent with carrying out 
the objectives, budget, and report described 
in this section. 
SEC. 4. MATCHING PUBLIC AND PRIVATE FUND-

ING. 
(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF TRAVEL PROMOTION 

FUND.—There is hereby established in the 
Treasury a fund which shall be known as the 
Travel Promotion Fund. 

(b) FUNDING.— 
(1) START-UP EXPENSES.—For fiscal year 

2010, the Secretary of the Treasury shall 
make available to the Corporation such sums 
as may be necessary, but not to exceed 
$10,000,000, from amounts deposited in the 
general fund of the Treasury from fees under 
section 217(h)(3)(B)(i)(I) of the Immigration 
and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 
1187(h)(3)(B)(i)(I)) to cover the Corporation’s 
initial expenses and activities under this 
Act. Transfers shall be made at least quar-
terly, beginning on October 1, 2009, on the 
basis of estimates by the Secretary, and 
proper adjustments shall be made in 
amounts subsequently transferred to the ex-
tent prior estimates were in excess or less 
than the amounts required to be transferred. 

(2) SUBSEQUENT YEARS.—For each of fiscal 
years 2011 through 2014, from amounts depos-
ited in the general fund of the Treasury dur-
ing the preceding fiscal year from fees under 
section 217(h)(3)(B)(i)(I) of the Immigration 
and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 
1187(h)(B)(i)(I)), the Secretary of the Treas-
ury shall transfer not more than $100,000,000 
to the Fund, which shall be made available 
to the Corporation, subject to subsection (c), 
to carry out its functions under this Act. 

Transfers shall be made at least quarterly on 
the basis of estimates by the Secretary, and 
proper adjustments shall be made in 
amounts subsequently transferred to the ex-
tent prior estimates were in excess or less 
than the amounts required to be transferred. 

(c) MATCHING REQUIREMENT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—No amounts may be made 

available to the Corporation under this sec-
tion after fiscal year 2010, except to the ex-
tent that— 

(A) for fiscal year 2011, the Corporation 
provides matching amounts from non-Fed-
eral sources equal in the aggregate to 50 per-
cent or more of the amount transferred to 
the Fund under subsection (b); and 

(B) for any fiscal year after fiscal year 2011, 
the Corporation provides matching amounts 
from non-Federal sources equal in the aggre-
gate to 100 percent of the amount transferred 
to the Fund under subsection (b) for the fis-
cal year. 

(2) GOODS AND SERVICES.—For the purpose 
of determining the amount received from 
non-Federal sources by the Corporation, 
other than money— 

(A) the fair market value of goods and 
services (including advertising) contributed 
to the Corporation for use under this Act 
may be included in the determination; but 

(B) the fair market value of such goods and 
services may not account for more than 80 
percent of the matching requirement under 
paragraph (1) for the Corporation in any fis-
cal year. 

(3) RIGHT OF REFUSAL.—The Corporation 
may decline to accept any contribution in- 
kind that it determines to be inappropriate, 
not useful, or commercially worthless. 

(4) LIMITATION.—The Corporation may not 
obligate or expend funds in excess of the 
total amount received by the Corporation for 
a fiscal year from Federal and non-Federal 
sources. 

(d) CARRYFORWARD.— 
(1) FEDERAL FUNDS.—Amounts transferred 

to the Fund under subsection (b)(2) shall re-
main available until expended. 

(2) MATCHING FUNDS.—Any amount received 
by the Corporation from non-Federal sources 
in fiscal year 2010, 2011, 2012, 2013, or 2014 that 
cannot be used to meet the matching re-
quirement under subsection (c)(1) for the fis-
cal year in which amount was collected may 
be carried forward and treated as having 
been received in the succeeding fiscal year 
for purposes of meeting the matching re-
quirement of subsection (c)(1) in such suc-
ceeding fiscal year. 
SEC. 5. ELECTRONIC SYSTEM FOR TRAVEL AU-

THORIZATION. 
(a) TRAVEL PROMOTION FUND FEES.—Sec-

tion 217(h)(3)(B) of the Immigration and Na-
tionality Act (8 U.S.C. 1187(h)(3)(B)) is 
amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(B) FEES.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—No later than September 

30, 2009, the Secretary of Homeland Security 
shall establish a fee for the use of the Sys-
tem and begin assessment and collection of 
that fee. The initial fee shall be the sum of— 

‘‘(I) $10 per travel authorization; and 
‘‘(II) an amount that will at least ensure 

recovery of the full costs of providing and 
administering the System, as determined by 
the Secretary. 

‘‘(ii) DISPOSITION OF AMOUNTS COLLECTED.— 
Amounts collected under clause (i)(I) shall 
be credited to the Travel Promotion Fund es-
tablished by section 4 of the Travel Pro-
motion Act of 2009. Amounts collected under 
clause (i)(II) shall be transferred to the gen-
eral fund of the Treasury and made available 
to pay the costs incurred to administer the 
System. 

‘‘(iii) SUNSET OF TRAVEL PROMOTION FUND 
FEE.—The Secretary may not collect the fee 

authorized by clause (i)(I) for fiscal years be-
ginning after September 30, 2014.’’. 
SEC. 6. ASSESSMENT AUTHORITY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Except as otherwise pro-
vided in this section, the Corporation may 
impose an annual assessment on United 
States members of the international travel 
and tourism industry (other than those de-
scribed in section 2(b)(1)(C) or (H)) rep-
resented on the Board in proportion to their 
share of the aggregate international travel 
and tourism revenue of the industry. The 
Corporation shall be responsible for 
verifying, implementing, and collecting the 
assessment authorized by this section. 

(b) INITIAL ASSESSMENT LIMITED.—The Cor-
poration may establish the initial assess-
ment after the date of enactment of the 
Travel and Tourism Promotion Act at no 
greater, in the aggregate, than $20,000,000. 

(c) REFERENDA.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Corporation may not 

impose an annual assessment unless— 
(A) the Corporation submits the proposed 

annual assessment to members of the indus-
try in a referendum; and 

(B) the assessment is approved by a major-
ity of those voting in the referendum. 

(2) PROCEDURAL REQUIREMENTS.—In con-
ducting a referendum under this subsection, 
the Corporation shall— 

(A) provide written or electronic notice not 
less than 60 days before the date of the ref-
erendum; 

(B) describe the proposed assessment or in-
crease and explain the reasons for the ref-
erendum in the notice; and 

(C) determine the results of the referendum 
on the basis of weighted voting apportioned 
according to each business entity’s relative 
share of the aggregate annual United States 
international travel and tourism revenue for 
the industry per business entity, treating all 
related entities as a single entity. 

(d) COLLECTION.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Corporation shall es-

tablish a means of collecting the assessment 
that it finds to be efficient and effective. The 
Corporation may establish a late payment 
charge and rate of interest to be imposed on 
any person who fails to remit or pay to the 
Corporation any amount assessed by the Cor-
poration under this Act. 

(2) ENFORCEMENT.—The Corporation may 
bring suit in Federal court to compel compli-
ance with an assessment levied by the Cor-
poration under this Act. 

(e) INVESTMENT OF FUNDS.—Pending dis-
bursement pursuant to a program, plan, or 
project, the Corporation may invest funds 
collected through assessments, and any 
other funds received by the Corporation, 
only in obligations of the United States or 
any agency thereof, in general obligations of 
any State or any political subdivision there-
of, in any interest-bearing account or certifi-
cate of deposit of a bank that is a member of 
the Federal Reserve System, or in obliga-
tions fully guaranteed as to principal and in-
terest by the United States. 
SEC. 7. OFFICE OF TRAVEL PROMOTION. 

Title II of the International Travel Act of 
1961 (22 U.S.C. 2121 et seq.) is amended by in-
serting after section 201 the following: 
‘‘SEC. 202. OFFICE OF TRAVEL PROMOTION. 

‘‘(a) OFFICE ESTABLISHED.—There is estab-
lished within the Department of Commerce 
an office to be known as the Office of Travel 
Promotion. 

‘‘(b) DIRECTOR.— 
‘‘(1) APPOINTMENT.—The Office shall be 

headed by a Director who shall be appointed 
by the Secretary. 

‘‘(2) QUALIFICATIONS.—The Director shall 
be a citizen of the United States and have ex-
perience in a field directly related to the 
promotion of travel to and within the United 
States. 
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‘‘(3) DUTIES.—The Director shall— 
‘‘(A) report to the Secretary; 
‘‘(B) ensure that the Office is effectively 

carrying out its functions; and 
‘‘(C) perform a purely advisory role relat-

ing to any responsibilities described in sub-
section (c) that are related to functions car-
ried out by the Department of Homeland Se-
curity or the Department of State. 

‘‘(4) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in 
this section may be construed to override 
the preeminent role of the Secretary of 
Homeland Security in setting policies relat-
ing to the Nation’s ports of entry and the 
processes through which individuals are ad-
mitted into the United States. 

‘‘(c) FUNCTIONS.—The Office shall— 
‘‘(1) serve as liaison to the Corporation for 

Travel Promotion established by section 2 of 
the Travel Promotion Act of 2009 and sup-
port and encourage the development of pro-
grams to increase the number of inter-
national visitors to the United States for 
business, leisure, educational, medical, ex-
change, and other purposes; 

‘‘(2) work with the Corporation, the Sec-
retary of State and the Secretary of Home-
land Security— 

‘‘(A) to disseminate information more ef-
fectively to potential international visitors 
about documentation and procedures re-
quired for admission to the United States as 
a visitor; 

‘‘(B) to advise the Secretary of Homeland 
Security on ways to improve the experience 
of incoming international passengers and to 
provide these passengers with more accurate 
information; 

‘‘(C) to collect accurate data on the total 
number of international visitors that visit 
each State; and 

‘‘(D) to advise the Secretary of Homeland 
Security on ways to enhance the entry and 
departure experience for international visi-
tors through the use of advertising, signage, 
and customer service; and 

‘‘(3) support State, regional, and private 
sector initiatives to promote travel to and 
within the United States. 

‘‘(d) REPORTS TO CONGRESS.—Not later than 
1 year after the date of the enactment of the 
Travel Promotion Act of 2009, and periodi-
cally thereafter, as appropriate, the Sec-
retary shall submit a report to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation of the Senate, the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs of the Senate, the Committee on For-
eign Relations of the Senate, the Committee 
on Energy and Commerce of the House of 
Representatives, the Committee on Home-
land Security of the House of Representa-
tives, and the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
of the House of Representatives, which de-
scribes the Office’s work with the Corpora-
tion, the Secretary of State, and the Sec-
retary of Homeland Security to carry out 
subsection (c)(2).’’. 

SA 1358. Mr. LIEBERMAN submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill S. 1023, to establish 
a non-profit corporation to commu-
nicate United States entry policies and 
otherwise promote leisure, business, 
and scholarly travel to the United 
States; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

On page 10, strike line 11 and all that fol-
lows through page 25, line 10, and insert the 
following: 

(4) REVIEW OF INFORMATION.— 
(A) SUBMISSION.—The Corporation shall 

submit all information relating to United 
States Government travel and visa require-
ments proposed to be disseminated to foreign 

travelers under paragraphs (1)(A) and (3) to 
the Secretary of State and Secretary of 
Homeland Security for review in order to en-
sure that the travel promotion campaigns 
funded through the Travel Promotion Fund 
are factually accurate. 

(B) REVIEW AND FEEDBACK.—Not later than 
10 business days after receiving information 
from the Corporation under subparagraph 
(A), the Secretary of State and the Secretary 
of Homeland Security shall each— 

(i) complete a review of the factual content 
of the information submitted by the Cor-
poration under subparagraph (A); and 

(ii) correct any factual errors discovered in 
such information. 

(C) LIMITATION.—The Secretary of State 
and the Secretary of Homeland Security 
shall limit their review under this paragraph 
to the factual content of the information 
that the Corporation is proposing to dissemi-
nate. 

(D) CHANGES.—The Corporation shall make 
all reasonable changes to the factual content 
of the information it proposes to disseminate 
to foreign travelers based on the feedback re-
ceived from the Secretary of State and the 
Secretary of Homeland Security to ensure 
that such information is accurate. 

(E) EFFECT OF FAILURE TO RESPOND.—If the 
Corporation does not receive a response from 
the Secretary of State or the Secretary of 
Homeland Security within 10 business days 
after the receipt of the information sub-
mitted under subparagraph (A), the factual 
content of the proposed information cam-
paign shall be deemed to have been author-
ized by the Secretary of State and the Sec-
retary of Homeland Security. 

(f) OPEN MEETINGS.—Meetings of the board 
of directors of the Corporation, including 
any committee of the board, shall be open to 
the public. The board may, by majority vote, 
close any such meeting only for the time 
necessary to preserve the confidentiality of 
commercial or financial information that is 
privileged or confidential, to discuss per-
sonnel matters, or to discuss legal matters 
affecting the Corporation, including pending 
or potential litigation. 

(g) MAJOR CAMPAIGNS.—The board may not 
authorize the Corporation to obligate or ex-
pend more than $25,000,000 on any advertising 
campaign, promotion, or related effort un-
less— 

(1) the obligation or expenditure is ap-
proved by an affirmative vote of at least 2⁄3 of 
the members of the board present at the 
meeting; 

(2) at least 6 members of the board are 
present at the meeting at which it is ap-
proved; and 

(3) each member of the board has been 
given at least 3 days advance notice of the 
meeting at which the vote is to be taken and 
the matters to be voted upon at that meet-
ing. 

(h) FISCAL ACCOUNTABILITY.— 
(1) FISCAL YEAR.—The Corporation shall es-

tablish as its fiscal year the 12-month period 
beginning on October 1. 

(2) BUDGET.—The Corporation shall adopt a 
budget for each fiscal year. 

(3) ANNUAL AUDITS.—The Corporation shall 
engage an independent accounting firm to 
conduct an annual financial audit of the Cor-
poration’s operations and shall publish the 
results of the audit. The Comptroller Gen-
eral of the United States may review any 
audit of a financial statement conducted 
under this subsection by an independent ac-
counting firm and may audit the Corpora-
tion’s operations at the discretion of the 
Comptroller General. The Comptroller Gen-
eral and the Congress shall have full and 
complete access to the books and records of 
the Corporation. 

(4) PROGRAM AUDITS.—Not later than 2 
years after the date of enactment of this 
Act, the Comptroller General shall conduct a 
review of the programmatic activities of the 
Corporation for Travel Promotion. This re-
port shall be provided to appropriate con-
gressional committees. 
SEC. 3. ACCOUNTABILITY MEASURES. 

(a) OBJECTIVES.—The Board shall establish 
annual objectives for the Corporation for 
each fiscal year subject to approval by the 
Secretary of Commerce (after consultation 
with the Secretary of Homeland Security 
and the Secretary of State). The Corporation 
shall establish a marketing plan for each fis-
cal year not less than 60 days before the be-
ginning of that year and provide a copy of 
the plan, and any revisions thereof, to the 
Secretary. 

(b) BUDGET.—The board shall transmit a 
copy of the Corporation’s budget for the 
forthcoming fiscal year to the Secretary not 
less than 60 days before the beginning of 
each fiscal year, together with an expla-
nation of any expenditure provided for by 
the budget in excess of $5,000,000 for the fis-
cal year. The Corporation shall make a copy 
of the budget and the explanation available 
to the public and shall provide public access 
to the budget and explanation on the Cor-
poration’s website. 

(c) ANNUAL REPORT TO CONGRESS.—The 
Corporation shall submit an annual report 
for the preceding fiscal year to the Secretary 
of Commerce for transmittal to the Congress 
on or before the 15th day of May of each 
year. The report shall include— 

(1) a comprehensive and detailed report of 
the Corporation’s operations, activities, fi-
nancial condition, and accomplishments 
under this Act; 

(2) a comprehensive and detailed inventory 
of amounts obligated or expended by the Cor-
poration during the preceding fiscal year; 

(3) a detailed description of each in-kind 
contribution, its fair market value, the indi-
vidual or organization responsible for con-
tributing, its specific use, and a justification 
for its use within the context of the Corpora-
tion’s mission; 

(4) an objective and quantifiable measure-
ment of its progress, on an objective-by-ob-
jective basis, in meeting the objectives es-
tablished by the board; 

(5) an explanation of the reason for any 
failure to achieve an objective established by 
the board and any revisions or alterations to 
the Corporation’s objectives under sub-
section (a); 

(6) a comprehensive and detailed report of 
the Corporation’s operations and activities 
to promote tourism in rural and urban areas; 
and 

(7) such recommendations as the Corpora-
tion deems appropriate. 

(d) LIMITATION ON USE OF FUNDS.—Amounts 
deposited in the Fund may not be used for 
any purpose inconsistent with carrying out 
the objectives, budget, and report described 
in this section. 
SEC. 4. MATCHING PUBLIC AND PRIVATE FUND-

ING. 
(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF TRAVEL PROMOTION 

FUND.—There is hereby established in the 
Treasury a fund which shall be known as the 
Travel Promotion Fund. 

(b) FUNDING.— 
(1) START-UP EXPENSES.—For fiscal year 

2010, the Secretary of the Treasury shall 
make available to the Corporation such sums 
as may be necessary, but not to exceed 
$10,000,000, from amounts deposited in the 
general fund of the Treasury from fees under 
section 217(h)(3)(B)(i)(I) of the Immigration 
and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 
1187(h)(3)(B)(i)(I)) to cover the Corporation’s 
initial expenses and activities under this 
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Act. Transfers shall be made at least quar-
terly, beginning on October 1, 2009, on the 
basis of estimates by the Secretary, and 
proper adjustments shall be made in 
amounts subsequently transferred to the ex-
tent prior estimates were in excess or less 
than the amounts required to be transferred. 

(2) SUBSEQUENT YEARS.—For each of fiscal 
years 2011 through 2014, from amounts depos-
ited in the general fund of the Treasury dur-
ing the preceding fiscal year from fees under 
section 217(h)(3)(B)(i)(I) of the Immigration 
and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 
1187(h)(B)(i)(I)), the Secretary of the Treas-
ury shall transfer not more than $100,000,000 
to the Fund, which shall be made available 
to the Corporation, subject to subsection (c), 
to carry out its functions under this Act. 
Transfers shall be made at least quarterly on 
the basis of estimates by the Secretary, and 
proper adjustments shall be made in 
amounts subsequently transferred to the ex-
tent prior estimates were in excess or less 
than the amounts required to be transferred. 

(c) MATCHING REQUIREMENT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—No amounts may be made 

available to the Corporation under this sec-
tion after fiscal year 2010, except to the ex-
tent that— 

(A) for fiscal year 2011, the Corporation 
provides matching amounts from non-Fed-
eral sources equal in the aggregate to 50 per-
cent or more of the amount transferred to 
the Fund under subsection (b); and 

(B) for any fiscal year after fiscal year 2011, 
the Corporation provides matching amounts 
from non-Federal sources equal in the aggre-
gate to 100 percent of the amount transferred 
to the Fund under subsection (b) for the fis-
cal year. 

(2) GOODS AND SERVICES.—For the purpose 
of determining the amount received from 
non-Federal sources by the Corporation, 
other than money— 

(A) the fair market value of goods and 
services (including advertising) contributed 
to the Corporation for use under this Act 
may be included in the determination; but 

(B) the fair market value of such goods and 
services may not account for more than 80 
percent of the matching requirement under 
paragraph (1) for the Corporation in any fis-
cal year. 

(3) RIGHT OF REFUSAL.—The Corporation 
may decline to accept any contribution in- 
kind that it determines to be inappropriate, 
not useful, or commercially worthless. 

(4) LIMITATION.—The Corporation may not 
obligate or expend funds in excess of the 
total amount received by the Corporation for 
a fiscal year from Federal and non-Federal 
sources. 

(d) CARRYFORWARD.— 
(1) FEDERAL FUNDS.—Amounts transferred 

to the Fund under subsection (b)(2) shall re-
main available until expended. 

(2) MATCHING FUNDS.—Any amount received 
by the Corporation from non-Federal sources 
in fiscal year 2010, 2011, 2012, 2013, or 2014 that 
cannot be used to meet the matching re-
quirement under subsection (c)(1) for the fis-
cal year in which amount was collected may 
be carried forward and treated as having 
been received in the succeeding fiscal year 
for purposes of meeting the matching re-
quirement of subsection (c)(1) in such suc-
ceeding fiscal year. 
SEC. 5. ELECTRONIC SYSTEM FOR TRAVEL AU-

THORIZATION. 
(a) TRAVEL PROMOTION FUND FEES.—Sec-

tion 217(h)(3)(B) of the Immigration and Na-
tionality Act (8 U.S.C. 1187(h)(3)(B)) is 
amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(B) FEES.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—No later than September 

30, 2009, the Secretary of Homeland Security 
shall establish a fee for the use of the Sys-

tem and begin assessment and collection of 
that fee. The initial fee shall be the sum of— 

‘‘(I) $10 per travel authorization; and 
‘‘(II) an amount that will at least ensure 

recovery of the full costs of providing and 
administering the System, as determined by 
the Secretary. 

‘‘(ii) DISPOSITION OF AMOUNTS COLLECTED.— 
From the amounts collected under clause 
(i)(I), $100,000,000 shall be deposited into the 
Treasury and credited to the Travel Pro-
motion Fund established under section 4 of 
the Travel Promotion Act of 2009, and any 
additional amounts shall be deposited into 
the Treasury as an offsetting collection, sub-
ject to appropriation for use by the Sec-
retary of Homeland Security for the elec-
tronic travel authorization system author-
ized under section 217(h)(3) of the Immigra-
tion and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1187(h)(3). 
Amounts collected under clause (i)(II) shall 
be transferred to the general fund of the 
Treasury and made available to pay the 
costs incurred to administer the System. 

‘‘(iii) SUNSET OF TRAVEL PROMOTION FUND 
FEE.—The Secretary may not collect the fee 
authorized by clause (i)(I) for fiscal years be-
ginning after September 30, 2014.’’. 
SEC. 6. ASSESSMENT AUTHORITY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Except as otherwise pro-
vided in this section, the Corporation may 
impose an annual assessment on United 
States members of the international travel 
and tourism industry (other than those de-
scribed in section 2(b)(1)(C) or (H)) rep-
resented on the Board in proportion to their 
share of the aggregate international travel 
and tourism revenue of the industry. The 
Corporation shall be responsible for 
verifying, implementing, and collecting the 
assessment authorized by this section. 

(b) INITIAL ASSESSMENT LIMITED.—The Cor-
poration may establish the initial assess-
ment after the date of enactment of the 
Travel and Tourism Promotion Act at no 
greater, in the aggregate, than $20,000,000. 

(c) REFERENDA.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Corporation may not 

impose an annual assessment unless— 
(A) the Corporation submits the proposed 

annual assessment to members of the indus-
try in a referendum; and 

(B) the assessment is approved by a major-
ity of those voting in the referendum. 

(2) PROCEDURAL REQUIREMENTS.—In con-
ducting a referendum under this subsection, 
the Corporation shall— 

(A) provide written or electronic notice not 
less than 60 days before the date of the ref-
erendum; 

(B) describe the proposed assessment or in-
crease and explain the reasons for the ref-
erendum in the notice; and 

(C) determine the results of the referendum 
on the basis of weighted voting apportioned 
according to each business entity’s relative 
share of the aggregate annual United States 
international travel and tourism revenue for 
the industry per business entity, treating all 
related entities as a single entity. 

(d) COLLECTION.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Corporation shall es-

tablish a means of collecting the assessment 
that it finds to be efficient and effective. The 
Corporation may establish a late payment 
charge and rate of interest to be imposed on 
any person who fails to remit or pay to the 
Corporation any amount assessed by the Cor-
poration under this Act. 

(2) ENFORCEMENT.—The Corporation may 
bring suit in Federal court to compel compli-
ance with an assessment levied by the Cor-
poration under this Act. 

(e) INVESTMENT OF FUNDS.—Pending dis-
bursement pursuant to a program, plan, or 
project, the Corporation may invest funds 
collected through assessments, and any 

other funds received by the Corporation, 
only in obligations of the United States or 
any agency thereof, in general obligations of 
any State or any political subdivision there-
of, in any interest-bearing account or certifi-
cate of deposit of a bank that is a member of 
the Federal Reserve System, or in obliga-
tions fully guaranteed as to principal and in-
terest by the United States. 
SEC. 7. OFFICE OF TRAVEL PROMOTION. 

Title II of the International Travel Act of 
1961 (22 U.S.C. 2121 et seq.) is amended by in-
serting after section 201 the following: 
‘‘SEC. 202. OFFICE OF TRAVEL PROMOTION. 

‘‘(a) OFFICE ESTABLISHED.—There is estab-
lished within the Department of Commerce 
an office to be known as the Office of Travel 
Promotion. 

‘‘(b) DIRECTOR.— 
‘‘(1) APPOINTMENT.—The Office shall be 

headed by a Director who shall be appointed 
by the Secretary. 

‘‘(2) QUALIFICATIONS.—The Director shall 
be a citizen of the United States and have ex-
perience in a field directly related to the 
promotion of travel to and within the United 
States. 

‘‘(3) DUTIES.—The Director shall— 
‘‘(A) report to the Secretary; 
‘‘(B) ensure that the Office is effectively 

carrying out its functions; and 
‘‘(C) perform a purely advisory role relat-

ing to any responsibilities described in sub-
section (c) that are related to functions car-
ried out by the Department of Homeland Se-
curity or the Department of State. 

‘‘(4) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in 
this section may be construed to override 
the preeminent role of the Secretary of 
Homeland Security in setting policies relat-
ing to the Nation’s ports of entry and the 
processes through which individuals are ad-
mitted into the United States. 

‘‘(c) FUNCTIONS.—The Office shall— 
‘‘(1) serve as liaison to the Corporation for 

Travel Promotion established by section 2 of 
the Travel Promotion Act of 2009 and sup-
port and encourage the development of pro-
grams to increase the number of inter-
national visitors to the United States for 
business, leisure, educational, medical, ex-
change, and other purposes; 

‘‘(2) work with the Corporation, the Sec-
retary of State and the Secretary of Home-
land Security— 

‘‘(A) to disseminate information more ef-
fectively to potential international visitors 
about documentation and procedures re-
quired for admission to the United States as 
a visitor; 

‘‘(B) to advise the Secretary of Homeland 
Security on ways to improve the experience 
of incoming international passengers and to 
provide these passengers with more accurate 
information; 

‘‘(C) to collect accurate data on the total 
number of international visitors that visit 
each State; and 

‘‘(D) to advise the Secretary of Homeland 
Security on ways to enhance the entry and 
departure experience for international visi-
tors through the use of advertising, signage, 
and customer service; and 

‘‘(3) support State, regional, and private 
sector initiatives to promote travel to and 
within the United States. 

‘‘(d) REPORTS TO CONGRESS.—Not later than 
1 year after the date of the enactment of the 
Travel Promotion Act of 2009, and periodi-
cally thereafter, as appropriate, the Sec-
retary shall submit a report to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation of the Senate, the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs of the Senate, the Committee on For-
eign Relations of the Senate, the Committee 
on Energy and Commerce of the House of 
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Representatives, the Committee on Home-
land Security of the House of Representa-
tives, and the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
of the House of Representatives, which de-
scribes the Office’s work with the Corpora-
tion, the Secretary of State, and the Sec-
retary of Homeland Security to carry out 
subsection (c)(2).’’. 

SA 1359. Mrs. FEINSTEIN (for herself 
and Mr. LIEBERMAN) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
her to the bill S. 1023, to establish a 
non-profit corporation to communicate 
United States entry policies and other-
wise promote leisure, business, and 
scholarly travel to the United States; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

Beginning on page 19, strike line 17 and all 
that follows through page 20, line 10, and in-
sert the following: 

‘‘(B) FEES.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Not later than Sep-

tember 30, 2009, the Secretary of Homeland 
Security shall establish a fee for the use of 
the System and begin assessment and collec-
tion of that fee. Such fee shall be not less 
than $20 per travel authorization and distrib-
uted as follows: 

‘‘(I) $10 of each fee shall be deposited in the 
general fund of the Treasury for transfer to 
the Travel Promotion Fund established by 
section 4(a) of the Travel Promotion Act of 
2009, consistent with section 4(b) of such Act. 

‘‘(II) The amount of each fee not trans-
ferred under subclause (I) shall be deposited 
into the Treasury as an offsetting collection 
subject to appropriation for the Secretary of 
Homeland Security— 

‘‘(aa) to carry out the exit system required 
by section 217(i) and similar programs at sea 
and land ports of entry; and 

‘‘(bb) to ensure recovery of the full costs of 
providing and administering the System. 

‘‘(ii) EXCEPTION.—Any amount collected for 
distribution under clause (i)(I) for a fiscal 
year that exceeds the maximum amount that 
may be transferred to the Travel Promotion 
Fund under subsections (b), (c), and (d) of 
section 4 of the Travel Promotion Act of 2009 
for such fiscal year shall be made available 
to the Secretary of Homeland Security under 
clause (i)(II). 

SA 1360. Mrs. FEINSTEIN (for herself 
and Mr. LIEBERMAN) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1347 proposed by Mr. 
DORGAN (for himself and Mr. ROCKE-
FELLER) to the bill S. 1023, to establish 
a non-profit corporation to commu-
nicate United States entry policies and 
otherwise promote leisure, business, 
and scholarly travel to the United 
States; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

Beginning on page 17, strike line 7 and all 
that follows through page 18, line 4, and in-
sert the following: 

‘‘(B) FEES.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Not later than Sep-

tember 30, 2009, the Secretary of Homeland 
Security shall establish a fee for the use of 
the System and begin assessment and collec-
tion of that fee. Such fee shall be not less 
than $20 per travel authorization and distrib-
uted as follows: 

‘‘(I) $10 of each fee shall be deposited in the 
general fund of the Treasury for transfer to 
the Travel Promotion Fund established by 
section 4(a) of the Travel Promotion Act of 
2009, consistent with section 4(b) of such Act. 

‘‘(II) The amount of each fee not trans-
ferred under subclause (I) shall be deposited 

into the Treasury as an offsetting collection 
subject to appropriation for the Secretary of 
Homeland Security— 

‘‘(aa) to carry out the exit system required 
by section 217(i) and similar programs at sea 
and land ports of entry; and 

‘‘(bb) to ensure recovery of the full costs of 
providing and administering the System. 

‘‘(ii) EXCEPTION.—Any amount collected for 
distribution under clause (i)(I) for a fiscal 
year that exceeds the maximum amount that 
may be transferred to the Travel Promotion 
Fund under subsections (b), (c), and (d) of 
section 4 of the Travel Promotion Act of 2009 
for such fiscal year shall be made available 
to the Secretary of Homeland Security under 
clause (i)(II). 

SA 1361. Mr. LIEBERMAN submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 1347 proposed by Mr. 
DORGAN (for himself and Mr. ROCKE-
FELLER) to the bill S. 1023, to establish 
a non-profit corporation to commu-
nicate United States entry policies and 
otherwise promote leisure, business, 
and scholarly travel to the United 
States; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

On page 9, strike line 20 and all that fol-
lows through page 23, line 6, and insert the 
following: 

(4) REVIEW OF INFORMATION.— 
(A) SUBMISSION.—The Corporation shall 

submit all information relating to United 
States Government travel and visa require-
ments proposed to be disseminated to foreign 
travelers under paragraphs (1)(A) and (3) to 
the Secretary of State and Secretary of 
Homeland Security for review in order to en-
sure that the travel promotion campaigns 
funded through the Travel Promotion Fund 
are factually accurate. 

(B) REVIEW AND FEEDBACK.—Not later than 
10 business days after receiving information 
from the Corporation under subparagraph 
(A), the Secretary of State and the Secretary 
of Homeland Security shall each— 

(i) complete a review of the factual content 
of the information submitted by the Cor-
poration under subparagraph (A); and 

(ii) correct any factual errors discovered in 
such information. 

(C) LIMITATION.—The Secretary of State 
and the Secretary of Homeland Security 
shall limit their review under this paragraph 
to the factual content of the information 
that the Corporation is proposing to dissemi-
nate. 

(D) CHANGES.—The Corporation shall make 
all reasonable changes to the factual content 
of the information it proposes to disseminate 
to foreign travelers based on the feedback re-
ceived from the Secretary of State and the 
Secretary of Homeland Security to ensure 
that such information is accurate. 

(E) EFFECT OF FAILURE TO RESPOND.—If the 
Corporation does not receive a response from 
the Secretary of State or the Secretary of 
Homeland Security within 10 business days 
after the receipt of the information sub-
mitted under subparagraph (A), the factual 
content of the proposed information cam-
paign shall be deemed to have been author-
ized by the Secretary of State and the Sec-
retary of Homeland Security. 

(f) OPEN MEETINGS.—Meetings of the board 
of directors of the Corporation, including 
any committee of the board, shall be open to 
the public. The board may, by majority vote, 
close any such meeting only for the time 
necessary to preserve the confidentiality of 
commercial or financial information that is 
privileged or confidential, to discuss per-
sonnel matters, or to discuss legal matters 
affecting the Corporation, including pending 
or potential litigation. 

(g) MAJOR CAMPAIGNS.—The board may not 
authorize the Corporation to obligate or ex-
pend more than $25,000,000 on any advertising 
campaign, promotion, or related effort un-
less— 

(1) the obligation or expenditure is ap-
proved by an affirmative vote of at least 2⁄3 of 
the members of the board present at the 
meeting; 

(2) at least 6 members of the board are 
present at the meeting at which it is ap-
proved; and 

(3) each member of the board has been 
given at least 3 days advance notice of the 
meeting at which the vote is to be taken and 
the matters to be voted upon at that meet-
ing. 

(h) FISCAL ACCOUNTABILITY.— 
(1) FISCAL YEAR.—The Corporation shall es-

tablish as its fiscal year the 12-month period 
beginning on October 1. 

(2) BUDGET.—The Corporation shall adopt a 
budget for each fiscal year. 

(3) ANNUAL AUDITS.—The Corporation shall 
engage an independent accounting firm to 
conduct an annual financial audit of the Cor-
poration’s operations and shall publish the 
results of the audit. The Comptroller Gen-
eral of the United States may review any 
audit of a financial statement conducted 
under this subsection by an independent ac-
counting firm and may audit the Corpora-
tion’s operations at the discretion of the 
Comptroller General. The Comptroller Gen-
eral and the Congress shall have full and 
complete access to the books and records of 
the Corporation. 

(4) PROGRAM AUDITS.—Not later than 2 
years after the date of enactment of this 
Act, the Comptroller General shall conduct a 
review of the programmatic activities of the 
Corporation for Travel Promotion. This re-
port shall be provided to appropriate con-
gressional committees. 
SEC. 3. ACCOUNTABILITY MEASURES. 

(a) OBJECTIVES.—The Board shall establish 
annual objectives for the Corporation for 
each fiscal year subject to approval by the 
Secretary of Commerce (after consultation 
with the Secretary of Homeland Security 
and the Secretary of State). The Corporation 
shall establish a marketing plan for each fis-
cal year not less than 60 days before the be-
ginning of that year and provide a copy of 
the plan, and any revisions thereof, to the 
Secretary. 

(b) BUDGET.—The board shall transmit a 
copy of the Corporation’s budget for the 
forthcoming fiscal year to the Secretary not 
less than 60 days before the beginning of 
each fiscal year, together with an expla-
nation of any expenditure provided for by 
the budget in excess of $5,000,000 for the fis-
cal year. The Corporation shall make a copy 
of the budget and the explanation available 
to the public and shall provide public access 
to the budget and explanation on the Cor-
poration’s website. 

(c) ANNUAL REPORT TO CONGRESS.—The 
Corporation shall submit an annual report 
for the preceding fiscal year to the Secretary 
of Commerce for transmittal to the Congress 
on or before the 15th day of May of each 
year. The report shall include— 

(1) a comprehensive and detailed report of 
the Corporation’s operations, activities, fi-
nancial condition, and accomplishments 
under this Act; 

(2) a comprehensive and detailed inventory 
of amounts obligated or expended by the Cor-
poration during the preceding fiscal year; 

(3) a detailed description of each in-kind 
contribution, its fair market value, the indi-
vidual or organization responsible for con-
tributing, its specific use, and a justification 
for its use within the context of the Corpora-
tion’s mission; 
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(4) an objective and quantifiable measure-

ment of its progress, on an objective-by-ob-
jective basis, in meeting the objectives es-
tablished by the board; 

(5) an explanation of the reason for any 
failure to achieve an objective established by 
the board and any revisions or alterations to 
the Corporation’s objectives under sub-
section (a); 

(6) a comprehensive and detailed report of 
the Corporation’s operations and activities 
to promote tourism in rural and urban areas; 
and 

(7) such recommendations as the Corpora-
tion deems appropriate. 

(d) LIMITATION ON USE OF FUNDS.—Amounts 
deposited in the Fund may not be used for 
any purpose inconsistent with carrying out 
the objectives, budget, and report described 
in this section. 
SEC. 4. MATCHING PUBLIC AND PRIVATE FUND-

ING. 
(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF TRAVEL PROMOTION 

FUND.—There is hereby established in the 
Treasury a fund which shall be known as the 
Travel Promotion Fund. 

(b) FUNDING.— 
(1) START-UP EXPENSES.—For fiscal year 

2010, the Secretary of the Treasury shall 
make available to the Corporation such sums 
as may be necessary, but not to exceed 
$10,000,000, from amounts deposited in the 
general fund of the Treasury from fees under 
section 217(h)(3)(B)(i)(I) of the Immigration 
and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 
1187(h)(3)(B)(i)(I)) to cover the Corporation’s 
initial expenses and activities under this 
Act. Transfers shall be made at least quar-
terly, beginning on October 1, 2009, on the 
basis of estimates by the Secretary, and 
proper adjustments shall be made in 
amounts subsequently transferred to the ex-
tent prior estimates were in excess or less 
than the amounts required to be transferred. 

(2) SUBSEQUENT YEARS.—For each of fiscal 
years 2011 through 2014, from amounts depos-
ited in the general fund of the Treasury dur-
ing the preceding fiscal year from fees under 
section 217(h)(3)(B)(i)(I) of the Immigration 
and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 
1187(h)(B)(i)(I)), the Secretary of the Treas-
ury shall transfer not more than $100,000,000 
to the Fund, which shall be made available 
to the Corporation, subject to subsection (c), 
to carry out its functions under this Act. 
Transfers shall be made at least quarterly on 
the basis of estimates by the Secretary, and 
proper adjustments shall be made in 
amounts subsequently transferred to the ex-
tent prior estimates were in excess or less 
than the amounts required to be transferred. 

(c) MATCHING REQUIREMENT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—No amounts may be made 

available to the Corporation under this sec-
tion after fiscal year 2010, except to the ex-
tent that— 

(A) for fiscal year 2011, the Corporation 
provides matching amounts from non-Fed-
eral sources equal in the aggregate to 50 per-
cent or more of the amount transferred to 
the Fund under subsection (b); and 

(B) for any fiscal year after fiscal year 2011, 
the Corporation provides matching amounts 
from non-Federal sources equal in the aggre-
gate to 100 percent of the amount transferred 
to the Fund under subsection (b) for the fis-
cal year. 

(2) GOODS AND SERVICES.—For the purpose 
of determining the amount received from 
non-Federal sources by the Corporation, 
other than money— 

(A) the fair market value of goods and 
services (including advertising) contributed 
to the Corporation for use under this Act 
may be included in the determination; but 

(B) the fair market value of such goods and 
services may not account for more than 80 
percent of the matching requirement under 

paragraph (1) for the Corporation in any fis-
cal year. 

(3) RIGHT OF REFUSAL.—The Corporation 
may decline to accept any contribution in- 
kind that it determines to be inappropriate, 
not useful, or commercially worthless. 

(4) LIMITATION.—The Corporation may not 
obligate or expend funds in excess of the 
total amount received by the Corporation for 
a fiscal year from Federal and non-Federal 
sources. 

(d) CARRYFORWARD.— 
(1) FEDERAL FUNDS.—Amounts transferred 

to the Fund under subsection (b)(2) shall re-
main available until expended. 

(2) MATCHING FUNDS.—Any amount received 
by the Corporation from non-Federal sources 
in fiscal year 2010, 2011, 2012, 2013, or 2014 that 
cannot be used to meet the matching re-
quirement under subsection (c)(1) for the fis-
cal year in which amount was collected may 
be carried forward and treated as having 
been received in the succeeding fiscal year 
for purposes of meeting the matching re-
quirement of subsection (c)(1) in such suc-
ceeding fiscal year. 
SEC. 5. ELECTRONIC SYSTEM FOR TRAVEL AU-

THORIZATION. 
(a) TRAVEL PROMOTION FUND FEES.—Sec-

tion 217(h)(3)(B) of the Immigration and Na-
tionality Act (8 U.S.C. 1187(h)(3)(B)) is 
amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(B) FEES.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—No later than September 

30, 2009, the Secretary of Homeland Security 
shall establish a fee for the use of the Sys-
tem and begin assessment and collection of 
that fee. The initial fee shall be the sum of— 

‘‘(I) $10 per travel authorization; and 
‘‘(II) an amount that will at least ensure 

recovery of the full costs of providing and 
administering the System, as determined by 
the Secretary. 

‘‘(ii) DISPOSITION OF AMOUNTS COLLECTED.— 
From the amounts collected under clause 
(i)(I), $100,000,000 shall be deposited into the 
Treasury and credited to the Travel Pro-
motion Fund established under section 4 of 
the Travel Promotion Act of 2009, and any 
additional amounts shall be deposited into 
the Treasury as an offsetting collection, sub-
ject to appropriation for use by the Sec-
retary of Homeland Security for the elec-
tronic travel authorization system author-
ized under section 217(h)(3) of the Immigra-
tion and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1187(h)(3). 
Amounts collected under clause (i)(II) shall 
be transferred to the general fund of the 
Treasury and made available to pay the 
costs incurred to administer the System. 

‘‘(iii) SUNSET OF TRAVEL PROMOTION FUND 
FEE.—The Secretary may not collect the fee 
authorized by clause (i)(I) for fiscal years be-
ginning after September 30, 2014.’’. 
SEC. 6. ASSESSMENT AUTHORITY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Except as otherwise pro-
vided in this section, the Corporation may 
impose an annual assessment on United 
States members of the international travel 
and tourism industry (other than those de-
scribed in section 2(b)(1)(C) or (H)) rep-
resented on the Board in proportion to their 
share of the aggregate international travel 
and tourism revenue of the industry. The 
Corporation shall be responsible for 
verifying, implementing, and collecting the 
assessment authorized by this section. 

(b) INITIAL ASSESSMENT LIMITED.—The Cor-
poration may establish the initial assess-
ment after the date of enactment of the 
Travel and Tourism Promotion Act at no 
greater, in the aggregate, than $20,000,000. 

(c) REFERENDA.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Corporation may not 

impose an annual assessment unless— 
(A) the Corporation submits the proposed 

annual assessment to members of the indus-
try in a referendum; and 

(B) the assessment is approved by a major-
ity of those voting in the referendum. 

(2) PROCEDURAL REQUIREMENTS.—In con-
ducting a referendum under this subsection, 
the Corporation shall— 

(A) provide written or electronic notice not 
less than 60 days before the date of the ref-
erendum; 

(B) describe the proposed assessment or in-
crease and explain the reasons for the ref-
erendum in the notice; and 

(C) determine the results of the referendum 
on the basis of weighted voting apportioned 
according to each business entity’s relative 
share of the aggregate annual United States 
international travel and tourism revenue for 
the industry per business entity, treating all 
related entities as a single entity. 

(d) COLLECTION.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Corporation shall es-

tablish a means of collecting the assessment 
that it finds to be efficient and effective. The 
Corporation may establish a late payment 
charge and rate of interest to be imposed on 
any person who fails to remit or pay to the 
Corporation any amount assessed by the Cor-
poration under this Act. 

(2) ENFORCEMENT.—The Corporation may 
bring suit in Federal court to compel compli-
ance with an assessment levied by the Cor-
poration under this Act. 

(e) INVESTMENT OF FUNDS.—Pending dis-
bursement pursuant to a program, plan, or 
project, the Corporation may invest funds 
collected through assessments, and any 
other funds received by the Corporation, 
only in obligations of the United States or 
any agency thereof, in general obligations of 
any State or any political subdivision there-
of, in any interest-bearing account or certifi-
cate of deposit of a bank that is a member of 
the Federal Reserve System, or in obliga-
tions fully guaranteed as to principal and in-
terest by the United States. 
SEC. 7. OFFICE OF TRAVEL PROMOTION. 

Title II of the International Travel Act of 
1961 (22 U.S.C. 2121 et seq.) is amended by in-
serting after section 201 the following: 
‘‘SEC. 202. OFFICE OF TRAVEL PROMOTION. 

‘‘(a) OFFICE ESTABLISHED.—There is estab-
lished within the Department of Commerce 
an office to be known as the Office of Travel 
Promotion. 

‘‘(b) DIRECTOR.— 
‘‘(1) APPOINTMENT.—The Office shall be 

headed by a Director who shall be appointed 
by the Secretary. 

‘‘(2) QUALIFICATIONS.—The Director shall 
be a citizen of the United States and have ex-
perience in a field directly related to the 
promotion of travel to and within the United 
States. 

‘‘(3) DUTIES.—The Director shall— 
‘‘(A) report to the Secretary; 
‘‘(B) ensure that the Office is effectively 

carrying out its functions; and 
‘‘(C) perform a purely advisory role relat-

ing to any responsibilities described in sub-
section (c) that are related to functions car-
ried out by the Department of Homeland Se-
curity or the Department of State. 

‘‘(4) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in 
this section may be construed to override 
the preeminent role of the Secretary of 
Homeland Security in setting policies relat-
ing to the Nation’s ports of entry and the 
processes through which individuals are ad-
mitted into the United States. 

‘‘(c) FUNCTIONS.—The Office shall— 
‘‘(1) serve as liaison to the Corporation for 

Travel Promotion established by section 2 of 
the Travel Promotion Act of 2009 and sup-
port and encourage the development of pro-
grams to increase the number of inter-
national visitors to the United States for 
business, leisure, educational, medical, ex-
change, and other purposes; 
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‘‘(2) work with the Corporation, the Sec-

retary of State and the Secretary of Home-
land Security— 

‘‘(A) to disseminate information more ef-
fectively to potential international visitors 
about documentation and procedures re-
quired for admission to the United States as 
a visitor; 

‘‘(B) to advise the Secretary of Homeland 
Security on ways to improve the experience 
of incoming international passengers and to 
provide these passengers with more accurate 
information; 

‘‘(C) to collect accurate data on the total 
number of international visitors that visit 
each State; and 

‘‘(D) to advise the Secretary of Homeland 
Security on ways to enhance the entry and 
departure experience for international visi-
tors through the use of advertising, signage, 
and customer service; and 

‘‘(3) support State, regional, and private 
sector initiatives to promote travel to and 
within the United States. 

‘‘(d) REPORTS TO CONGRESS.—Not later than 
1 year after the date of the enactment of the 
Travel Promotion Act of 2009, and periodi-
cally thereafter, as appropriate, the Sec-
retary shall submit a report to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation of the Senate, the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs of the Senate, the Committee on For-
eign Relations of the Senate, the Committee 
on Energy and Commerce of the House of 
Representatives, the Committee on Home-
land Security of the House of Representa-
tives, and the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
of the House of Representatives, which de-
scribes the Office’s work with the Corpora-
tion, the Secretary of State, and the Sec-
retary of Homeland Security to carry out 
subsection (c)(2).’’. 

SA 1362. Mr. HATCH (for himself, 
Mrs. LINCOLN, and Mr. CORKER) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill S. 1023, to 
establish a non-profit corporation to 
communicate United States entry poli-
cies and otherwise promote leisure, 
business, and scholarly travel to the 
United States; which was ordered to lie 
on the table; as follows: 

At the end, add the following: 
SEC. 9. DEPOSIT OF TARP REPAYMENTS AND 

PROCEEDS INTO TREASURY TO RE-
DUCE THE PUBLIC DEBT. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This section may be 
cited as the ‘‘Stop Tarp Asset Recycling Act 
of 2009’’ or the ‘‘STAR Act of 2009’’. 

(b) AMENDMENT TO TARP AUTHORIZATION.— 
Section 115(a)(3) of the Emergency Economic 
Stabilization Act of 2008 (12 U.S.C. 5225(a)(3)) 
is amended by striking ‘‘outstanding at any 
one time’’ and inserting ‘‘, in the aggregate 
(or such higher amount, in the aggregate, as 
has been obligated or expended under this 
Act as of the date of enactment of the STAR 
Act of 2009)’’. 

(c) DEPOSIT OF FUNDS INTO TREASURY.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—On and after the date of 

enactment of this Act, all repayments of ob-
ligations arising under the Emergency Eco-
nomic Stabilization Act of 2008 (Public Law 
110–343), and all proceeds from the sale of as-
sets acquired by the Federal Government 
under that Act, shall be paid into the general 
fund of the Treasury for reduction of the 
public debt, in accordance with section 106(d) 
of that Act (12 U.S.C. 5216(d)), as amended by 
this section. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
106(d) of the Emergency Economic Stabiliza-

tion Act of 2008 (12 U.S.C. 5216(d)) is amended 
by inserting ‘‘, and repayments of obliga-
tions arising under this Act,’’ after ‘‘section 
113’’. 

SA 1363. Mr. ENSIGN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1347 proposed by Mr. 
DORGAN (for himself and Mr. ROCKE-
FELLER) to the bill S. 1023, to establish 
a non-profit corporation to commu-
nicate United States entry policies and 
otherwise promote leisure, business, 
and scholarly travel to the United 
States; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

On page 17, strike lines 22 through 24 and 
insert the following: ‘‘(i)(I) shall be trans-
ferred to the general fund of the Treasury 
and made available for the purposes provided 
for in section 4 of the Travel Promotion Act 
of 2009.’’. 

f 

NOTICE OF HEARING 
COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS 

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, I would 
like to announce that the Committee 
on Indian Affairs will meet on Thurs-
day, June 25, 2009 at 2:15 p.m. in room 
628 of the Dirksen Senate Office Build-
ing to conduct a hearing to examine S. 
797, the Tribal Law and Order Act of 
2009. 

Those wishing additional information 
may contact the Indian Affairs Com-
mittee at 202–224–2251. 

f 

AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO 
MEET 

COMMITTEE ON BANKING, HOUSING, AND URBAN 
AFFAIRS 

Mr. KAUFMAN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs be authorized to meet 
during the session of the Senate on 
June 22, 2009 at 3 p.m., to conduct a 
hearing entitled ‘‘Over-the-Counter De-
rivatives: Modernizing Oversight To In-
crease Transparency and Reduce 
Risks.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

COMMITTEE ON HEALTH, EDUCATION, LABOR, 
AND PENSIONS 

Mr. KAUFMAN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Health, Education, Labor, 
and Pensions be authorized to meet 
during the session of the Senate on 
Monday, June 22, 2009 at 3 p.m. in room 
325 of the Russell Senate Office Build-
ing. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

ORDERS FOR TUESDAY, JUNE 23, 
2009 

Mr. MERKLEY. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent that when the 
Senate completes its business today, it 
adjourn until 10 a.m. on Tuesday, June 
23; that following the prayer and 
pledge, the Journal of proceedings be 
approved to date, the morning hour be 
deemed expired, the time for the two 
leaders be reserved for their use later 
in the day, and there be a period of 
morning business with Senators per-

mitted to speak for up to 10 minutes 
each, with the Republicans controlling 
the first 30 minutes and the majority 
controlling the next 30 minutes; fur-
ther, that the Senate recess from 12:30 
until 2:15 p.m. to allow for the weekly 
caucus luncheons. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

PROGRAM 
Mr. MERKLEY. Madam President, 

tomorrow we will work on an agree-
ment to consider the Legislative 
Branch appropriations bill. If we are 
able to reach an agreement, we could 
have votes in relation to the bill. 

Earlier today, the majority leader 
filed cloture on the nomination of Har-
old Koh to be legal adviser of the State 
Department. If we are unable to reach 
an agreement to consider the nomina-
tion, that cloture vote would occur 
Wednesday morning. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL 10 A.M. 
TOMORROW 

Mr. MERKLEY. Madam President, if 
there is no further business to come be-
fore the Senate, I ask unanimous con-
sent that it adjourn under the previous 
order. 

There being no objection, the Senate, 
at 7:02 p.m., adjourned until Tuesday, 
June 23, 2009, at 10 a.m. 

f 

NOMINATIONS 
Executive nominations received by 

the Senate: 

NATIONAL AERONAUTICS AND SPACE 
ADMINISTRATION 

CHARLES F. BOLDEN, JR., OF TEXAS, TO BE ADMINIS-
TRATOR OF THE NATIONAL AERONAUTICS AND SPACE 
ADMINISTRATION, VICE MICHAEL D. GRIFFIN, RESIGNED. 

LORI GARVER, OF VIRGINIA, TO BE DEPUTY ADMINIS-
TRATOR OF THE NATIONAL AERONAUTICS AND SPACE 
ADMINISTRATION, VICE SHANA L. DALE, RESIGNED. 

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 

WARREN F. MILLER, JR., OF NEW MEXICO, TO BE DIREC-
TOR OF THE OFFICE OF CIVILIAN RADIOACTIVE WASTE 
MANAGEMENT, DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY, VICE EDWARD 
F. SPROAT III, RESIGNED. 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

JOHN R. BASS, OF NEW YORK, A CAREER MEMBER OF 
THE SENIOR FOREIGN SERVICE, CLASS OF COUNSELOR, 
TO BE AMBASSADOR EXTRAORDINARY AND PLENI-
POTENTIARY OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA TO 
GEORGIA. 

ERTHARIN COUSIN, OF ILLINOIS, FOR THE RANK OF AM-
BASSADOR DURING HER TENURE OF SERVICE AS U. S. 
REPRESENTATIVE TO THE UNITED NATIONS AGENCIES 
FOR FOOD AND AGRICULTURE. 

JAMES B. FOLEY, OF NEW YORK, A CAREER MEMBER OF 
THE SENIOR FOREIGN SERVICE, CLASS OF MINISTER- 
COUNSELOR, TO BE AMBASSADOR EXTRAORDINARY AND 
PLENIPOTENTIARY OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
TO THE REPUBLIC OF CROATIA. 

KENNETH E. GROSS, JR., OF VIRGINIA, A CAREER MEM-
BER OF THE SENIOR FOREIGN SERVICE, CLASS OF COUN-
SELOR, TO BE AMBASSADOR EXTRAORDINARY AND 
PLENIPOTENTIARY OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
TO THE REPUBLIC OF TAJIKISTAN. 

JERRY P. LANIER, OF NORTH CAROLINA, A CAREER 
MEMBER OF THE SENIOR FOREIGN SERVICE, CLASS OF 
COUNSELOR, TO BE AMBASSADOR EXTRAORDINARY AND 
PLENIPOTENTIARY OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
TO THE REPUBLIC OF UGANDA. 

TEDDY BERNARD TAYLOR, OF MARYLAND, A CAREER 
MEMBER OF THE SENIOR FOREIGN SERVICE, CLASS OF 
MINISTER-COUNSELOR, TO BE AMBASSADOR EXTRAOR-
DINARY AND PLENIPOTENTIARY OF THE UNITED STATES 
OF AMERICA TO PAPUA NEW GUINEA, AND TO SERVE 
CONCURRENTLY AND WITHOUT ADDITIONAL COMPENSA-
TION AS AMBASSADOR EXTRAORDINARY AND PLENI-
POTENTIARY OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA TO 
THE SOLOMON ISLANDS AND AMBASSADOR EXTRAOR-
DINARY AND PLENIPOTENTIARY OF THE UNITED STATES 
OF AMERICA TO THE REPUBLIC OF VANUATU. 
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SENATE COMMITTEE MEETINGS 

Title IV of Senate Resolution 4, 
agreed to by the Senate on February 4, 
1977, calls for establishment of a sys-
tem for a computerized schedule of all 
meetings and hearings of Senate com-
mittees, subcommittees, joint commit-
tees, and committees of conference. 
This title requires all such committees 
to notify the Office of the Senate Daily 
Digest—designated by the Rules Com-
mittee—of the time, place, and purpose 
of the meetings, when scheduled, and 
any cancellations or changes in the 
meetings as they occur. 

As an additional procedure along 
with the computerization of this infor-
mation, the Office of the Senate Daily 
Digest will prepare this information for 
printing in the Extensions of Remarks 
section of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
on Monday and Wednesday of each 
week. 

Meetings scheduled for Tuesday, 
June 23, 2009 may be found in the Daily 
Digest of today’s RECORD. 

MEETINGS SCHEDULED 
JUNE 24 

9 a.m. 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-

fairs 
To hold hearings to examine type 1 dia-

betes research progress. 
SD–106 

9:30 a.m. 
Armed Services 
Emerging Threats and Capabilities Sub-

committee 
Closed business meeting to markup those 

provisions which fall under the sub-
committee’s jurisdiction of the pro-
posed National Defense Authorization 
Act for fiscal year 2010. 

SR–232A 
Veterans’ Affairs 

To hold an oversight hearing to examine 
the Department of Veterans Affairs 
quality management activities. 

SR–418 
10 a.m. 

Environment and Public Works 
To hold hearings to examine the nomina-

tions of Colin Scott Cole Fulton, of 
Maryland, and Paul T. Anastas, of Con-
necticut, both to be an Assistant Ad-
ministrator of the Environmental Pro-
tection Agency. 

SD–406 
Judiciary 

To hold hearings to examine the nomina-
tions of A. Thomas McLellan, of Penn-
sylvania, to be Deputy Director of Na-
tional Drug Control Policy, Alejandro 
N. Mayorkas, of California, to be Direc-
tor of the United States Citizenship 
and Immigration Services, Department 
of Homeland Security, and Christopher 
H. Schroeder, of North Carolina, to be 
an Assistant Attorney General, Depart-
ment of Justice. 

SD–226 

10:30 a.m. 
Aging 

To hold hearings to examine emergency 
preparedness, aging and special needs. 

SD–562 
2:30 p.m. 

Armed Services 
Closed business meeting to markup the 

proposed National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act for fiscal year 2010. 

SR–222 
Appropriations 
Commerce, Justice, Science, and Related 

Agencies Subcommittee 
Business meeting to markup proposed 

budget estimates for fiscal year 2010 for 
the Commerce, Justice, Science and 
Related Agencies. 

SD–138 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation 

To hold hearings to examine consumer 
choices and transparency in the health 
insurance industry. 

SR–253 
Foreign Relations 

To hold hearings to examine the nomina-
tion of Capricia Penavic Marshall, to 
be Chief of Protocol, and to have the 
rank of Ambassador during her tenure 
of service, Department of State. 

SD–419 

JUNE 25 
Time to be announced 

Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs 
Business meeting to consider the nomi-

nations of Raphael William Bostic, of 
California, and David H. Stevens, of 
Virginia, both to be an Assistant Sec-
retary of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment. 

Room to be announced 
9:30 a.m. 

Armed Services 
Closed business meeting to markup the 

proposed National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act for fiscal year 2010. 

SR–222 
10 a.m. 

Environment and Public Works 
To hold hearings to examine impacts of 

highway trust fund insolvency. 
SD–406 

Judiciary 
To hold hearings to examine ‘‘The Mat-

thew Shepard Hate Crimes Prevention 
Act’’. 

SD–226 
Joint Economic Committee 

To hold hearings to examine predatory 
lending and reverse redlining. 

Room to be announced 
11 a.m. 

Foreign Relations 
To hold hearings to examine the nomina-

tion of Maria Otero, of the District of 
Columbia, to be Under Secretary of 
State for Democracy and Global Af-
fairs. 

SD–419 
12 noon 

Judiciary 
Business meeting to consider S. 257, to 

amend title 11, United States Code, to 
disallow certain claims resulting from 
high cost credit debts, H.R. 985 and S. 
448, bills to maintain the free flow of 
information to the public by providing 
conditions for the federally compelled 

disclosure of information by certain 
persons connected with the news 
media, S. 417, to enact a safe, fair, and 
responsible state secrets privilege Act, 
S. 396, for the relief of Marcos Antonio 
Sanchez-Diaz, and the nominations of 
B. Todd Jones, to be United States At-
torney for the District of Minnesota, 
and John P. Kacavas, to be United 
States Attorney for the District of New 
Hampshire. 

SD–226 
2:15 p.m. 

Indian Affairs 
To hold hearings to examine S. 797, to 

amend the Indian Law Enforcement 
Reform Act, the Indian Tribal Justice 
Act, the Indian Tribal Justice Tech-
nical and Legal Assistance Act of 2000, 
and the Omnibus Crime Control and 
Safe Streets Act of 1968 to improve the 
prosecution of, and response to, crimes 
in Indian country. 

SD–628 
3:30 p.m. 

Environment and Public Works 
Water and Wildlife Subcommittee 

To hold hearings to examine the impacts 
of mountaintop removal coal mining 
on water quality in Appalachia. 

SD–406 

JUNE 26 

9:30 a.m. 
Armed Services 

Closed business meeting to markup the 
proposed National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act for fiscal year 2010. 

SR–222 

JULY 14 

10 a.m. 
Energy and Natural Resources 

To hold hearings to examine S. 796, to 
modify the requirements applicable to 
locatable minerals on public domain 
land. 

SD–366 

JULY 15 

9:30 a.m. 
Veterans’ Affairs 

To hold hearings to examine bridging the 
gap in care of women veterans. 

SR–418 

JULY 29 

9:30 a.m. 
Veterans’ Affairs 

To hold hearings to examine veteran’s 
disability compensation. 

SR–418 

POSTPONEMENTS 

JUNE 24 

2 p.m. 
Judiciary 

To hold hearings to examine the EB–5 
Regional Center Program, focusing on 
job creation and foreign investment in 
the United States. 

SD–226 

VerDate Nov 24 2008 01:33 Jun 23, 2009 Jkt 079060 PO 00000 Frm 00001 Fmt 0626 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\M22JN8.000 E22JNPT1tja
m

es
 o

n 
P

R
O

D
P

C
75

 w
ith

 R
E

M
A

R
K

S



D741 

Monday, June 22, 2009 

Daily Digest 
Senate 

Chamber Action 
Routine Proceedings, pages S6861–S6898 
Measures Introduced: Eight bills and one resolu-
tion were introduced, as follows: S. 1313–1320, and 
S. Res. 199.                                                           Pages S6887–88 

Measures Considered: 
Travel Promotion Act: Senate resumed consider-
ation of S. 1023, to establish a non-profit corpora-
tion to communicate United States entry policies 
and otherwise promote leisure, business, and schol-
arly travel to the United States, after agreeing to the 
motion to proceed, taking action on the following 
amendments proposed thereto:                    Pages S6870–82 

Pending: 
Reid (for Dorgan/Rockefeller) Amendment No. 

1347, of a perfecting nature.                                Page S6870 

Reid Amendment No. 1348 (to Amendment No. 
1347), to change the enactment date.             Page S6870 

Reid Amendment No. 1349 (to the language pro-
posed to be stricken by Amendment No. 1347), to 
change the enactment date.                                   Page S6870 

Reid Amendment No. 1350 (to Amendment No. 
1349), of a perfecting nature.                              Page S6870 

Reid Motion to commit the bill to the Committee 
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation, with in-
structions.                                                                       Page S6870 

Reid Amendment No. 1351 (to the instructions 
on the motion to recommit), to change the enact-
ment date.                                                                      Page S6870 

Reid Amendment No. 1352 (to Amendment No. 
1351), of a perfecting nature.                              Page S6870 

Reid Amendment No. 1353 (to Amendment No. 
1352), of a perfecting nature.                              Page S6870 

During consideration of this measure today, Senate 
also took the following action: 

By 53 yeas to 34 nays (Vote No. 211), three-fifths 
of those Senators duly chosen and sworn, not having 
voted in the affirmative, Senate rejected the motion 
to close further debate on Reid (for Dorgan/Rocke-
feller) Amendment No. 1347 (listed above). 
                                                                                    Pages S6880–81 

Senator Reid entered a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the motion to invoke cloture on Reid 

(for Dorgan/Rockefeller) Amendment No. 1347 (list-
ed above) failed.                                                          Page S6881 

A unanimous-consent agreement was reached pro-
viding that the previously scheduled vote on the mo-
tion to invoke cloture on the bill, be withdrawn. 
                                                                                            Page S6881 

Message from the President: Senate received the 
following message from the President of the United 
States: 

Transmitting, pursuant to law, a report on the 
continuation of the national emergency that was 
originally declared in Executive Order 13219 of June 
26, 2001, with respect to the Western Balkans; 
which was referred to the Committee on Banking, 
Housing, and Urban Affairs. (PM–25)            Page S6887 

Koh Nomination—Cloture: Senate began consider-
ation of the nomination of Harold Hongju Koh, of 
Connecticut, to be Legal Adviser of the Department 
of State.                                                                           Page S6881 

A motion was entered to close further debate on 
the nomination, and, in accordance with the provi-
sions of Rule XXII of the Standing Rules of the 
Senate, a vote on cloture will occur on Wednesday, 
June 24, 2009.                                                            Page S6881 

Nominations Received: Senate received the fol-
lowing nominations: 

Charles F. Bolden, Jr., of Texas, to be Adminis-
trator of the National Aeronautics and Space Admin-
istration. 

Lori Garver, of Virginia, to be Deputy Adminis-
trator of the National Aeronautics and Space Admin-
istration. 

Warren F. Miller, Jr., of New Mexico, to be Di-
rector of the Office of Civilian Radioactive Waste 
Management, Department of Energy. 

John R. Bass, of New York, to be Ambassador to 
Georgia. 

Ertharin Cousin, of Illinois, for the rank of Am-
bassador during her tenure of service as U. S. Rep-
resentative to the United Nations Agencies for Food 
and Agriculture. 

James B. Foley, of New York, to be Ambassador 
to the Republic of Croatia. 

Kenneth E. Gross, Jr., of Virginia, to be Ambas-
sador to the Republic of Tajikistan. 
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Jerry P. Lanier, of North Carolina, to be Ambas-
sador to the Republic of Uganda. 

Teddy Bernard Taylor, of Maryland, to be Ambas-
sador to Papua New Guinea, and to serve concur-
rently and without additional compensation as Am-
bassador to the Solomon Islands and Ambassador to 
the Republic of Vanuatu.                                       Page S6898 

Messages from the House:                                 Page S6887 

Measures Referred:                                                 Page S6887 

Measures Placed on the Calendar:               Page S6887 

Additional Cosponsors:                               Pages S6888–89 

Statements on Introduced Bills/Resolutions: 
                                                                                            Page S6889 

Additional Statements:                                Pages S6885–87 

Amendments Submitted:                           Pages S6889–98 

Notices of Hearings/Meetings:                        Page S6898 

Authorities for Committees to Meet:         Page S6898 

Record Votes: One record vote was taken today. 
(Total—211)                                                         Pages S6880–81 

Adjournment: Senate convened at 2:01 p.m. and 
adjourned at 7:02 p.m., until 10 a.m. on Tuesday, 
June 23, 2009. (For Senate’s program, see the re-
marks of the Acting Majority Leader in today’s 
Record on page S6898.) 

Committee Meetings 
(Committees not listed did not meet) 

MODERNIZING OVERSIGHT 
Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs: 
Subcommittee on Securities, Insurance and Invest-
ment concluded a hearing to examine over-the- 
counter derivatives, focusing on modernizing over-
sight to increase transparency and reduce risk, after 
receiving testimony from Mary L. Shapiro, Chair-
man, United States Securities and Exchange Com-
mission; Gary Gensler, Chairman, Commodity Fu-
tures Trading Commission; Patricia White, Associate 
Director, Division of Research and Statistics, Board 
of Governors of the Federal Reserve System; Henry 
T.C. Hu, University of Texas School of Law, Austin; 
Kenneth C. Griffin, Citadel Investment Group, 
L.L.C., Chicago, Illinois; Robert Pickel, International 
Swaps and Derivatives Association, New York, New 
York; and Christopher Whalen, International Risk 
Analytics, Whalen, Croton-on-Hudson, New York. 

BUSINESS MEETING 
Committee on Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions: 
Committee continued consideration of Affordable 
Health Choices Act, but did not complete action 
thereon, and will meet again on Tuesday, June 23, 
2009. 

h 

House of Representatives 
Chamber Action 

The House was not in session today. The House 
is scheduled to meet at 10:30 a.m. on Tuesday, June 
23, 2009. 

Committee Meetings 
No committee meetings were held. 

Joint Meetings 
No joint committee meetings were held. 

f 

NEW PUBLIC LAWS 
(For last listing of Public Laws, see DAILY DIGEST, p. D635) 

H.R. 663, to designate the facility of the United 
States Postal Service located at 12877 Broad Street 
in Sparta, Georgia, as the ‘‘Yvonne Ingram-Ephraim 

Post Office Building’’. Signed on June 19, 2009. 
(Public Law 111–26) 

H.R. 918, to designate the facility of the United 
States Postal Service located at 300 East 3rd Street 
in Jamestown, New York, as the ‘‘Stan Lundine Post 
Office Building’’. Signed on June 19, 2009. (Public 
Law 111–27) 

H.R. 1284, to designate the facility of the United 
States Postal Service located at 103 West Main 
Street in McLain, Mississippi, as the ‘‘Major Ed W. 
Freeman Post Office’’. Signed on June 19, 2009. 
(Public Law 111–28) 

H.R. 1595, to designate the facility of the United 
States Postal Service located at 3245 Latta Road in 
Rochester, New York, as the ‘‘Brian K. Schramm 
Post Office Building’’. Signed on June 19, 2009. 
(Public Law 111–29) 

H.R. 2675, to amend title II of the Antitrust 
Criminal Penalty Enhancement and Reform Act of 
2004 to extend the operation of such title for a 1- 
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year period ending June 22, 2010. Signed on June 
19, 2009. (Public Law 111–30) 

f 

COMMITTEE MEETINGS FOR TUESDAY, 
JUNE 23, 2009 

(Committee meetings are open unless otherwise indicated) 

Senate 
Committee on Appropriations: Subcommittee on Interior, 

Environment, and Related Agencies, business meeting to 
mark up proposed budget estimates for fiscal year 2010 
for the Interior, Environment and Related Agencies, 10 
a.m., SD–124. 

Committee on Armed Services: Subcommittee on Per-
sonnel, closed business meeting to mark up those provi-
sions which fall under the subcommittee’s jurisdiction of 
the proposed National Defense Authorization Act for fis-
cal year 2010, 9:30 a.m., SR–232A. 

Subcommittee on Airland, closed business meeting to 
mark up those provisions which fall under the sub-
committee’s jurisdiction of the proposed National Defense 
Authorization Act for fiscal year 2010, 11 a.m., SR–222. 

Subcommittee on Strategic Forces, closed business 
meeting to mark up those provisions which fall under the 
subcommittee’s jurisdiction of the proposed National De-
fense Authorization Act for fiscal year 2010, 2 p.m., 
SR–222. 

Subcommittee on Readiness and Management Support, 
closed business meeting to mark up those provisions 
which fall under the subcommittee’s jurisdiction of the 
proposed National Defense Authorization Act for fiscal 
year 2010, 3:30 p.m., SR–232A. 

Subcommittee on SeaPower, closed business meeting to 
mark up those provisions which fall under the sub-
committee’s jurisdiction of the proposed National Defense 
Authorization Act for fiscal year 2010, 5:30 p.m., 
SR–222. 

Committee on Commerce, Science, and Transportation: Sub-
committee on Surface Transportation and Merchant Ma-

rine, to hold hearings to examine high-speed passenger 
rail, 2:30 p.m., SR–253. 

Committee on Foreign Relations: Subcommittee on African 
Affairs, to hold hearings to examine drug trafficking in 
West Africa, 10:30 a.m., SD–419. 

Committee on Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions: busi-
ness meeting to continue consideration of Affordable 
Health Choices Act, subcommittee assignments, and any 
pending nominations, 10 a.m., SD–106. 

Select Committee on Intelligence: to hold closed hearings to 
examine certain intelligence matters, 2:30 p.m., S–407, 
Capitol. 

House 
Committee on Appropriations, to mark up the following 

appropriations for fiscal year 2010: State, Foreign Oper-
ations and Related Programs; and Military Construction, 
Veterans Affairs and Related Agencies, 4 p.m., 2359 Ray-
burn. 

Committee on Education and Labor, hearing on The Tri- 
Committee Draft Proposal for Health Care Reform, 12 
p.m., 2175 Rayburn. 

Committee on Energy and Commerce, Subcommittee on 
Health, hearings on draft health reform legislation, 9:30 
a.m., 2123 Rayburn. 

Committee on Homeland Security, to continue markup of 
H.R. 2868, Chemical Facility Anti-Terrorism Act of 
2009, 5:30 p.m., Cannon. 

Committee on Oversight and Government Reform, oversight 
hearing entitled ‘‘The Future of the V–22 Osprey: Costs, 
Capabilities, and Challenges,’’ 2 p.m., 2154 Rayburn. 

Committee on Rules, to consider the following bills: H.R. 
2892, Department of Homeland Security Appropriations 
Act, 2010; and H.R. 2647, National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2010, 5 p.m., H–313 Capitol. 

Joint Meetings 
Commission on Security and Cooperation in Europe: to hold 

hearings to examine religious liberty, media freedom, and 
the rule of law in Russia, 10 a.m., SVC–203/202. 
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Next Meeting of the SENATE 

10 a.m., Tuesday, June 23 

Senate Chamber 

Program for Tuesday: Senate will be in a period of 
morning business. 

(Senate will recess from 12:30 p.m. until 2:15 p.m. for their 
respective party conferences.) 

Next Meeting of the HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

10:30 a.m., Tuesday, June 23 

House Chamber 

Program for Tuesday: To be announced. 
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